When major changes in our magazine publishing business were announced nearly a year 
ago, we asked one of our most capable writers to step into a huge breach that suddenly developed 
in the editorial staff of THE REVIEW OF THE NEWS, this magazine's predecessor. This man 
willingly accepted that temporary assignment and, thanks largely to his leadership and an 
enormous amount of hard work, publication of TROTN continued. without interruption until the 
first issue of THE NEW AMERICAN, which went into the mails at the end of September, 1985. 

Subsequently, John F. "Jack" McManus agreed to stay on, at least temporarily, as 
Managing Editor of THE NEW AMERICAN. Meanwhile, the demand for his talents as a writer 
and speaker have continued to increase and have remained largely unfulfilled for nearly a year. 

Jack has now returned to his permanent job as writer, lecturer, and Director of Audio 
Visual Productions for The John Birch Society. However, his presence in our magazine will, if 
anything, increase due to far more extensive writing assignments. 

Our thanks to John F. McManus for a job well done. 

And a hearty welcome to our new Managing Editor, Gary Benoit. Like most of our key 
staff members, Gary has been wearing several hats throughout his tenure with The John Birch 
Society and its affiliated operations. More recently, he has served as Director of our Research 
Department, and as National Director of our TRIM (Tax Reform IMmediately) ad hoc 
committees. Gary has also contributed to the success of THE NEW AMERICAN by 
participating regularly in staff meetings, writing several important articles, and even agreeing to 
serve as the model for the cover photo of our April 21st "tax" issue. 

A warm welcome to Gary Benoit, a man of many talents. 

A. Clifford Barker 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Han Across America 
The enclosed clipping is positively incredible! Texas officials inviting a representative of 
one of the bloodiest, most repressive regimes to take part in the Texas Sesquicentennial 
Celebration at the San Jacinto Battlegrounds. And to top it off, this Red gangster used the 
occasion of his visit to denounce the government of the United States as "terroristic." 
As the interview proceeded, Han Xu dropped the mask of moderation a bit and sounded 
the standard Communist line. 
I hope you can use this very candid portrait of Red Chinese policy. 
KEN HOOVER 
Houston, Texas 


Thank you for sending us the clipping. Please see our news story on page 17 of this issue. -- The 
Editor 


Seeing Red 
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Just a few words to congratulate you on your fine magazine and particularly the article 
"Gorbachev: The Little Lenin." 

It came at a proper time when my latest issue of Harvard Business Review came in with 
Gorbachev's famous speech on how we should negotiate what we have and we can't talk about 
what he has or does. 

I never write letters of this type but I'm at my wit's end with the liberal press and the junk 
they print. 

Keep up the good work. I look forward to every issue. 

ROBERT MASON 
Coral Gables, Florida 


Moore on Home Schooling 

Your May 19th article on the amazing academic excellence of the home-schooled Colfax 
brothers raises the age-old question of heredity vs. environment. Perhaps these brothers are child 
prodigies who would have excelled in any school system. 

I had the opportunity to raise this very question with Dr. Raymond Moore when he 
testified before the Maryland legislature on behalf of a bill to liberalize the state's 
home-schooling law. Dr. Moore is perhaps the foremost authority on home-schooling and has 
authored much work on the subject (Home Grown Kids, Home Spun Schools, Better Late Than 
Early). 

Dr. Moore visited the Colfax family earlier this year to follow up on their 
home-schooling progress. The father, David Colfax, told Dr. Moore that he believes that his two 
younger sons will surpass their older brothers, who have already been accepted in honors 
programs in Ivy League schools. Here's the kicker: the two younger brothers are adopted; one is 
Eskimo and one Negro. 

I enjoyed the article by William Jasper and would like to see a future issue discussing 
home schooling in greater depth. 

JOSEPH V. GRANT III 
Millersville, Maryland 


Vivien Kellems Day 

In your excellent April 21st report entitled "Stop the Withholding of Taxes," it is 
regrettable that you did not mention Vivien Kellems, the Connecticut manufacturer who opposed 
the unconstitutional, un-American form of taxation that withholds employee income taxes before 
receipt. Miss Kellems protested that withholding by employers, unpaid and undeputized as IRS 
tax collectors, would be a permanent not a temporary emergency WW II method of tax 
collection. Her basic fear was that, by withholding, the American taxpayer would not be income 
tax sensitive or knowledgeable about the cost of government. 

This brave lady's birthday, June 7th, is designated as Vivien Kellems Memorial Day, a 
day reminding us of this great economic patriot's battles against forcible employer withholding 
of employee salaries before receipt. 

It is obvious today that Miss Kellems' prediction and warnings were correct. 

ALBERT L. MAGUIRE 
Arroyo Grande, California 


Hurray for Henry 
The magnificent articles on American heroes in the last pages have once again moved me 
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back 200 years into America's birthing. The May 19th issue with the three pages (1) (2) (3) by 
and about Patrick Henry have stimulated my blood and my love for this nation. 
God knows, were it not for the influence, rectitude and courage of this man Henry, we 
would have been down the tubes a long time ago. 
DON GLOVER 
New York, New York 


A New Reader 
Thank you for the subscription to THE NEW AMERICAN. Several of my friends in 
Arizona refer to your publication in their letters, and I look forward to reading it. 
BOB STUMP 
Member of Congress 


BRIEFLY STATED 


Shift on SALT II 

On May 27th, President Reagan announced that the United States would dismantle two 
old Poseidon submarines for economic reasons, thus keeping America in compliance with the 
unratified SALT II treaty of 1979. The dismantling of the two subs, with their 32 
multiple-warhead missiles, will allow the United States to launch a new Trident submarine with 
24 missiles and remain within the SALT II limit of 1,200 multiple-warhead weapons. 

In the same announcement, Mr. Reagan said that he would not dismantle "additional U.S. 
systems as compensation under the terms of the SALT II treaty." He was referring to a situation 
that will arise later this year when continued deployment of Cruise missiles on B-52 bombers 
will push the United States over the SALT II limit of 1,320 multiple-warhead missiles and 
long-range bombers equipped with Cruise missiles. 

In the future, said the President, "the United States must base decisions regarding its 
strategic force structure on the nature and magnitude of the threat posed by Soviet strategic 
forces, and not on standards contained in the SALT structure, which has been undermined by 
Soviet non-compliance." 

New Military Chiefs Named 

President Reagan last month nominated two new heads of the military services: Admiral 
Carlisle A.H. Trost to be Chief of Naval Operations and General Larry D. Welch to be Air Force 
Chief of Staff. Trost, 56, who will relieve Admiral James D. Watkins, is presently commander in 
chief of the Atlantic Fleet. He is also a member of the Council on Foreign Relations. Welch, 51, 
who will replace General Charles A. Gabriel, has since last August been commander in chief of 
the Strategic Air Command in Omaha, Nebraska. He flew 137 combat missions during the 
Vietnam War. 

Eight Terrorists Indicted 

A federal grand jury in Boston indicted five men and three women on May 29th on 
charges involving 19 bombings or attempted bombings in Massachusetts and New York; 10 bank 
robberies in Maine, Vermont, Connecticut, New York, and Virginia that totalled nearly 
$900,000; three attempted murders; and the murder of a New Jersey trooper in 1981. The eight 
defendants, all of whom are currently in federal prisons for other crimes, carried out the 
bombings from 1976 to 1984 using two names -- the Sam Melville-Jonathan Jackson Unit and 
the United Freedom Front. "The purposes of the group allegedly were to bomb corporate, 
government, and military buildings; to issue communiqués after each bombing expressing the 
purpose of the bombing and inciting others to similar acts of violence; and to rob banks in order 
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to finance the group's activities," said a federal official in summing up the indictment. 
Scientists for a Secure World 

A group of 80 scientists and engineers formed a new organization last month to support 
research and testing of President Reagan's proposed anti-missile shield in space, known as the 
Strategic Defense Initiative (SDI). "New technological breakthroughs have significantly 
increased the prospect that the U.S. can successfully devise effective systems which will destroy 
attacking Soviet nuclear missiles long before they can come close to their targets in America, 
Europe, or elsewhere," said the group, which is known as the Science and Engineering 
Committee for a Secure World. 

To critics of SDI, the committee said: "SDI is not designed to cause a war in the heavens, 
as some charge, but to prevent nuclear war on earth. It would not lead to the militarization of 
space, which was already militarized by the first Sputnik satellite and the first ICBM ... [but 
would] stop nuclear weapons in space so they cannot hit the earth." 

Selling Out the Contras? 

Representative Jack Kemp (R-NY) has asked President Reagan to fire Philip Habib as his 
negotiator in Central America because Habib sent a letter to Congress in April saying that the 
United States would terminate aid to the freedom fighters in Nicaragua as soon as the 
Communist regime in Managua signed a peace treaty. In a letter to the President late in May, 
Kemp said that "I remember your firm statement to me that you would never abandon the 
Contras. Now some within our own State Department, with misplaced faith in the omnipotence 
of diplomacy, would have us walk away from the democratic resistance for the false promises of 
an unenforceable treaty. As your strong supporter, I urge you to recall Ambassador Habib and 
appoint a new negotiating team, led by someone who shares your goals." 

Pope Condemns Marxism 

In an encyclical letter issued May 30th, Pope John Paul II denounced Marxism and other 
"atheistic ideologies" because they put "a constant pressure on man to reject God, even to the 
point of hating him." Resistance to the Holy Spirit, said the Pontiff, "reaches its clearest 
expression in materialism" and is "carried to its most extreme practical consequences" in 
"dialectical materialism, which is still recognized as the essential core of Marxism. In principle 
and fact, materialism radically excludes the presence and action of God, who is spirit, in the 
world and above all in man. Fundamentally this is because it does not accept God's existence in a 
system that is ... systematically atheistic." 

Poland Admitted to IMF 

Two days after the Communist regime in Poland was admitted to the International 
Monetary Fund, with the United States abstaining on the vote, Polish security police arrested 
Zbigniew Bujak, the most-sought-after fugitive leader of the outlawed Solidarity movement. 
Bujak, who went into hiding when General Wojciech Jaruzelski proclaimed martial law in 
December 1981, was captured along with two Solidarity colleagues on May 31st. 


FRONT PAGE 
Reagan and The Red Dragon 


The dangerous alliance of deception 


The Reagan Administration has taken a "Great Leap Forward" in its policy of pursuing an 
alliance with the People's Republic of China (Communist China). Last month, the U.S. Senate, 
by parliamentary default, approved the administration's proposal to sell $550 million in aviation 
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equipment to help the Communist Chinese modernize its air force. 

By far the greatest military step yet in Washington's slow but steady drive to forge closer 
ties with Red China, the latest proposal to sell 55 avionics system kits was announced April 8th. 
The package includes an airborne radar, a heads-up display targeting system, a digital data bus, 
an inertial navigation system, a mission computer, and an air-data computer. Integrated into 
China's F-8 interceptor aircraft, the sale gives the Communist Chinese air force an all-weather 
capability it currently lacks. In addition, the new radar will have the capability for look-down 
searching and tracking of low-flying bombers and fighter-bombers. 

The Administration's proposal alarmed a number of conservatives. "The sale of advanced 
avionics to Red China," Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) charged, "is another step in the U.S. State 
Department's long history of accommodating the interests of the United States and the interests 
of freedom to Communist goals and programs." 

Martin L. Lasater, director of the Asian Studies Center at the Heritage Foundation, has 
identified four major objections to the Reagan Administration's arms sales to Communist China. 
"First, none of our Asian friends agree with the sale. ASEAN does not, South Korea does not, 
Japan does not, and Taiwan certainly does not .... While the United States is evaluating the sale 
in terms of how best to help China deter the Soviet Union, most of the rest of Asia is looking at 
how the sale adds to the Chinese threat to the region," he said. 

"Second, the purpose of the sale seems to be misdirected," Lasater continued. "The F-8 
was designed 20 years ago to counter a high-flying, subsonic Soviet bomber threat. But with 
plenty of SS-20s and Backfire bombers now in the region, the Soviet Union is not likely to send 
slow high altitude bombers over China .... Therefore, the deterrent capability of the enhanced F-8 
is of marginal utility against the Soviet Union. But the improved F-8 can make a big difference 
in regional conflicts between China and her smaller noncommunist neighbors such as Taiwan." 

"Third, although the Administration claims that the avionics package is an end-item sale 
and does not involve co-assembly or co-production or the transfer of design or production 
technologies, this may not be the intention of the PRC," he observed. "What is important to 
China is not simply 50 avionics packages, but rather the technology the packages contain and the 
possibility of integrating that technology with other systems." 

Lasater's fourth reason to oppose the arms sale to Communist China is that it will upset 
the balance of power along the Taiwan Strait. "It is widely accepted that Taiwan presently enjoys 
air superiority over the Strait. The enhanced F-8B, however, with its longer-range radar (about 
twice the range of Taiwan's), its look-down capability, and its heads-up display weapons aiming 
component could -- if combined with medium-range and short-range missiles with all aspects 
capability -- establish air superiority over the Taiwan Strait," he cautioned. 

The threat to the survival of the Republic of China (Free China) on Taiwan caused great 
concern among conservatives. "The sale of avionics technology to Red China should not be 
viewed as an isolated event," warned Helms, "but as part of a continuing State Department 
strategy to 'solve the Taiwan problem."" 

He continued: "According to the China policy that has dominated the U.S. State 
Department for the past 15 years, the major obstacle to achieving ‘better relations' with Red 
China is 'the Taiwan problem.' The 'Taiwan problem! is the refusal of the Republic of China on 
Taiwan to surrender its sovereignty and liberty to the Communist regime on the mainland." 

Seen in this light, Helms concludes, "the transfer of military technology to Red China is 
an essential part of the strategy to sell out Taiwan." 

Congress had 30 days in which to disapprove the Reagan Administration's proposal to 
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upgrade the Communist Chinese air force. On May Ist, the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
defeated a resolution, sponsored by Helms, to disapprove the arms sale. Explaining the vote, 
Committee Chairman Richard G. Lugar (R-TN) stated, "I believe ultimately it is in our interests 
to cooperate with [Red] China and I am convinced that this particular sale does not disrupt the 
current military balance in the region or alter the current military balance between the People's 
Republic of China and Taiwan." 

Helms disputed this reasoning. "Red China is not a reliable ally," he warned. "The West 
will rue the day that it did anything at all to strengthen China's Communist government." 

On May 8th, the last day Congress could legally act to kill the arms sale to Red China, 
Senate Majority Leader Robert Dole (R-KS) moved to have the Helms resolution, which was 
rejected by the Foreign Relations Committee, brought up on the floor for a vote of the full 
Senate. However, this last-ditch effort to stop the arms sale was defeated as well when Senator 
Robert C. Byrd (D-WV), acting on behalf of certain unnamed senators, objected to the motion on 
technical grounds. Unfortunately, the staff of the Foreign Relations Committee had not filed a 
required report on the bill in time to meet the so-called "2-day rule." Thus, through bureaucratic 
negligence and parliamentary maneuvering, the largest arms sale to Communist China in 
American history was approved by the U.S. Senate. 

The sale of advanced avionics equipment to Red China is but the latest chapter in the 
saga of warming relations between the United States and Peking. Initiated in the early 1970s 
under the Nixon Administration, the effort to normalize relations with mainland China 
culminated in the 1979 decision by President Jimmy Carter to grant official U.S. diplomatic 
recognition to the Communist regime in Peking. 

Although the Carter Administration conducted numerous studies in 1979 and 1980 to 
determine how the U.S. could help modernize the Peoples Liberation Army of Communist 
China, it was left to the Reagan Administration to actually begin to sell military equipment to 
Red China. In June 1981, then-Secretary of State Alexander Haig said the U.S. would be willing 
to sell arms to Communist China on a commercial, case-by-case basis. 

Two years later, in May 1983, Commerce Secretary Malcolm Baldrige relaxed the 
restrictions on the sale of dual-use technology. Under these newly relaxed conditions the 
Communist government in Peking, with the approval of the U.S. State Department, negotiated 
the purchase of "dual-use" military articles and services from U.S. manufacturers. The sales 
included 24 S-70C Sikorsky helicopters (a civilian version of the Black Hawk military 
helicopter), five General Electric LM2500 gas turbine naval engines (for destroyer-sized 
vessels), coastal defense radars, and other communications equipment. 

Four months later, during a visit to Communist China by Defense Secretary Caspar 
Weinberger, the basic guidelines of a new U.S.-Sino military cooperation program were 
established. Briefly stated, the new program would include high-level strategic dialogue between 
senior U.S. and Chinese military leaders, functional military exchanges, and the identification of 
procurement areas for future military sales and technology transfers. 

Finally, in June 1984, President Reagan cleared the way for direct 
government-to-government military sales to the People's Republic of China by declaring, as 
required by law, that the sale of U.S. weapons to China would "strengthen the security of the 
United States and promote world peace." 

The first direct U.S. government sale of military equipment to Communist China was 
announced in September 1985. The $98 million package included the design and layout of an 
artillery munitions factory and various technical data packages for 155mm projectiles. 
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Negotiations were also initiated at that time for a co-production agreement for the Improved 
TOW anti-tank guided missile and the Mark 46, Mod 2 antisubmarine torpedo. 

Other military sales currently under consideration include General Electric F404 jet 
engines, Light Airborne Multipurpose Systems (LAMPS), MK-1 antisubmarine warfare 
equipment, improved Hawk and Standard surface-to-air missiles, and the E-2C Hawkeye 
airborne early warning aircraft (AWACS). 

Contacts between high level U.S. and Chinese military officials have also increased over 
the past year. Last month, General Yang Dezhai, the Chief of the General Staff of the People's 
Liberation Army, was in the United States on a 16-day visit that included tours of American 
military installations. Yang is, ironically, the commander who led Chinese forces against U.S. 
troops during the Korean War. 

During his visit, Yang met separately with Vice President George Bush, Deputy 
Secretary of State John Whitehead, Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger, and Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff Admiral William Crowe. Yang and Crowe reportedly discussed the sale 
of advanced avionics equipment, Navy torpedoes, and sonar equipment to Red China, as well as 
the possibility of joint U.S.-Sino military exercises. 

Clearly, the Reagan Administration has placed a high priority on deepening the U.S.-Sino 
relationship. As Senator Malcolm Wallop (R-WY) observed recently, the latest arms sale 
proposal is but a "part of an emerging policy in the administration to try to create some sort of 
military alliance with Communist China." The current Reagan policies toward Red China go far 
beyond the normalization of relations begun during the Nixon and Carter years. 

Supporters of U.S.-Sino cooperation usually point to the growing Soviet military power 
as justification for arms sales to Red China. An April 1984 report by the Heritage Foundation 
explained this reasoning as follows: "The need for better relations between the United States and 
the People's Republic of China was and is predicated upon the belief that the military equation in 
Asia has shifted dramatically with the build-up of Soviet forces in the region." 

An important corollary to this argument is the widely-accepted doctrine of a "Sino-Soviet 
split." However, according to former-KGB agent Anatoliy Golitsyn, the Sino-Soviet split was a 
disinformation hoax designed to facilitate the ultimate goal of a worldwide Communist victory. 
Golitsyn was a KGB staff officer specializing in counterintelligence from 1945 until he defected 
to the West in 1961. 

In his 1984 book, New Lies for Old, Golitsyn states: 

The discrepancies between the evidence of a split and the open and inside 
information of continuing good relations must be viewed against the past history 

of intimate collaboration between the Soviet and Chinese [Communist] parties in 

disinformation operations in 1944-49, which effectively concealed the extent of 

Soviet aid to the Chinese party in the final years of the civil war and successfully 

misrepresented Chinese Communism as a relatively harmless agrarian reform 

movement. 
Against this background, the fact that Sino-Soviet relations in 1959-61 

closely followed the pattern of Soviet-Yugoslav and Soviet-Albanian relations in 

the same period -- a period in which the grounds for tension and splits between 

the members of the bloc had been removed and all members, including the 

Chinese, contributed to the formulation of the new policy -- suggests that the 

Sino-Soviet dispute was, like the others, the product of bloc disinformation. 

Golitsyn provides a number of intriguing and unique arguments to support his claim. 
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Most notably, he points out that the Soviet Union and the People's Republic of China still 
maintain diplomatic relations and have never abrogated the Sino-Soviet treaty of friendship, 
mutual cooperation, and assistance. In addition, he points out that the border hostilities in the late 
1960s and the Sino-Vietnamese conflict a decade later were timed to coincide with important 
Communist initiatives, such as the opening of East-West negotiations or the visits of Western 
statesmen. 

According to Golitsyn, the objectives of the Sino-Soviet "split" can be described as a 
"scissors" strategy designed to hasten the achievement of long-range Communist goals. He 
explains: 

Duality in Sino-Soviet polemics is used to mask the nature of the goals and the degree of 

coordination in the communist effort to achieve them .... Mutual charges of 

hegemonism help to create the right climate for one or the other to negotiate 

agreements with the West. False alignments, formed with third parties against 

each other, make it easier to achieve specific communist goals, such as the 

acquisition of advanced technology .... In Western eyes the military, political, 

economic, and ideological threat from world communism appears diminished. In 

consequence Western determination to resist the advance of communism is 

undermined. At a later stage the communist strategists are left with the option of 

terminating the split and adopting the strategy of "one clenched fist." 

The animosity between the Soviets' and the Chinese, so evident during the 1960s and 
1970s, is no longer apparent in the 1980s. In fact, over the past two years the "surface" relations 
between the Communists in Moscow and Peking have "warmed" considerably, even as 
U.S.-Sino cooperation has intensified. 

Last July, during a visit by Vice Premier Yao Yilin of the Communist Chinese State 
Council, the highest ranking Chinese official to visit the Soviet Union in 20 years, the two 
Communist giants signed a five-year $14 billion trade agreement. According to an official 
communique, Communist China will sell consumer goods, agricultural commodities, and raw 
materials to the Soviet Union; while Moscow will, in return, build seven factories and help 
modernize another 17 industrial installations. 

Commenting on the significance of Yao's visit, the Communist Chinese foreign policy 
journal Liaowang observed, "The years of estrangement in Sino-Soviet relations are now over. 
In recent years, as a result of long efforts made by both sides, there have been positive changes 
.... China enthusiastically advocates the normalization of Sino-Soviet relations on the basis of the 
Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence and the resumption of the friendship and 
good-neighborliness between the two countries." Thus, the Chinese Communists themselves 
claim that their relations with the Soviets are warming. But one must question, based on the 
evidence presented by Golitsyn, if those relations were ever frozen. 

In light of the growing visibility of a Moscow-Peking axis and Communist-China's 
consistently anti-American rhetoric in the UN and elsewhere, the decision to sell arms to the 
Communist Chinese is startling. But it supplies evidence of the deficiencies in U.S. foreign 
policies -- deficiencies that have spanned both Republican and Democratic Administrations over 
many decades. 

As Senator Helms stated last month, "It seems to me that the over-arching goal of our 
policy should be to achieve world peace. And we cannot achieve world peace as long as these 
two major countries are in the grip of totalitarian Communist regimes. What we ought to be 
doing is encouraging the break-up and destabilization of both Red China and the Soviet Union." 
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-- KIRK KIDWELL 


VIEWPOINT/ _ There's No Such Thing As A "Good" Communist 


VIEWPOINT/ John F. 
McManus 
There's No Such Thing As 


A "Good" Communist 

The man who built a political career on two decades of anti-Communist rhetoric has 
embraced the Red giant in China. Two years ago, during a six-day trip to what he termed "this 
so-called Communist China," Ronald Reagan begged his beaming hosts to work "hand in hand" 
with the United States. Only five years earlier, he had charged that Jimmy Carter had "callously 
betrayed a longtime friend and ally" in Taiwan by transferring diplomatic relations to the Peking 
regime. President Reagan was right, but obviously he didn't mean it. 

Building Red China 

While he hobnobbed with the Red Chinese leaders, our President agreed to a tax treaty, a 
trade commission, a cultural exchange program, and a nuclear power accord. Among the many 
benefits to the People's Republic, these agreements opened the floodgates of American 
technology. Our nation is already well along toward propelling another Red regime into 
economic and military greatness. 

Americans are being encouraged to applaud the Reagan friendliness to Peking because of 
a supposed need to counter the Soviet Union's aggressiveness toward both China and ourselves. 
Yet, when his toast to Prime Minister Zhao Ziyang was televised to the Chinese people, all of the 
President's criticisms of the Soviet Union had been censored. Information that the Soviets are 
bad is evidently reserved only for Western ears, especially those belonging to Americans. 
Continuous propaganda about Soviet malevolence supposedly justifies Mr. Reagan's putting this 
nation in bed with history's bloodiest tyranny. 

Thought Control In America 

The false notion that China's Communists were "agrarian reformers" enabled Mao and his 
horde to take control of China in the 1940s. Then, for two decades, the American people were 
shown the savagery and tyranny that had befallen the world's most populous nation. The effect, 
however, was to have Communist Russia look good. The manipulators in our press repeatedly 
told us that friendship and aid programs with the USSR were smart strategy and that our two 
nations would be able to counter the China threat. Programs labeled "bridgebuilding" and 
"détente" spawned a flood of U.S. technology, equipment, and credit to Russia. 

During the 1970s, however, the characterizations of the two Communist nations were 
gradually reversed. "Red China" became merely "China"; American presidents began to 
exchange visits with Mao's disciples; and the friendly Chinese on Taiwan have been all but 
abandoned. During this same metamorphosis, the Soviet Union invaded Afghanistan, roughed up 
Poland, and continued to brandish nuclear weapons. As a result, Moscow became the "heavy" 
amongst Communist powers. It remains true, of course, that American aid had enabled the USSR 
to flex her muscles. 

No "Good" Communists 

The bottom line here is that where U.S. aid built the Soviet Union into a world power, it 
has now begun the same process for Communist China. The tremendous assistance given the 
Kremlin has not deterred the USSR from traditional Communist barbarism. Nor is there any 
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Sleeper issue of 1986 


The Communist government of Vietnam has found an easy way out of dealing with the 
issue of American POWs still held hostage in Southeast Asia. In retaliation for the U.S. air raid 
on Libya in mid-April, the Hanoi government has suspended negotiations with the U.S. to 
resolve the final remaining legacy of the Vietnam War. 

"We see that the raid on Libya killed many civilians, so we could not continue with this 
humanitarian issue," explained Vietnamese Foreign Minister Nguyen Co Thach. "Libya is our 
friend. We must have solidarity with our friends." 

But for the families of the 2,441 Americans still missing in Southeast Asia, for thousands 
of Vietnam veterans and for millions of concerned Americans, the issue is not about to go away 
any time soon. Even the major media have gotten in on the act. During the last week of May 
ABC's newsmagazine program 20/20 broadcast a special hour-long segment entitled "MIAs: The 
Story That Will Not Die." 

In the Congress, too, the issue remains very much alive. "I am convinced that there are 
live Americans who remain in Southeast Asia, both against their will and voluntarily," 
Representative Michael Bilirakis (R-FL) commented in March. "As you know, charges have 
been made that the government has not done all it can to verify reports of live Americans and 
secure their release. These are serious charges .... It's in everyone's best interest to get to the 
bottom of these charges ... and get on with the task at hand." 

Since THE NEW AMERICAN first reported on the problem in its February 24th edition, 
more evidence has surfaced substantiating the claims of those who insist that American 
servicemen are, in fact, still being held prisoner in Southeast Asia. Furthermore, evidence 
continues to build behind charges that the Reagan Administration knows Americans are still held 
hostage and is doing nothing about it. 

The most recent indication that American POWs are still held in Indochina, and that the 
Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) and other branches of the U.S. government are suppressing 
the evidence, came as a result of a visit by a nine-member Congressional delegation to Hanoi in 
mid-February. 

The story of the Ly Nam De Prison incident, as reported in the April issue of 
Homecoming IT, a newsletter about living POWs, runs as follows: 

A Vietnamese national was interviewed by U.S. government officials in October 1982 

about his eyewitness account of live American POWs he said he had seen in 

Hanoi in August 1982. Looking down into an enclosed courtyard, he saw several 

Caucasians congregated around a cistern .... He further provided information 

which led him to feel certain that these men were American prisoners. This source 
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was twice polygraphed and both times showed "no deception." 

DIA produced, or had produced, a satellite photo of the compound which 

clearly showed the courtyard ... but there was no cistern! To further substantiate 

their own analysis, DIA constructed, or drew ... a "mock-up" of the compound 

and instead of a cistern, substituted a water tower in a position which they 

claimed would have precluded the source's ability to see into the courtyard... 

Along comes Robert Garwood and claims that in 1977 he saw an 

American in this same compound. He drew a map which detailed his recollection 

of the courtyard, and in that courtyard he drew a cistern!... 

Seven Congressmen decided to inspect. They made their way into the 
compound. Ignoring the shouted warnings, the Congressmen (with Garwood's 

map in hand and a camera crew from ABC's "20/20" in tow) proceeded through 

the area, between buildings to the interior courtyard. Under the gaze of 100 

soldiers who had materialized ... they found the "non-existent" cistern. 

Representative Robert Smith (R-NH), one of the seven Congressmen, told the 
Manchester Union Leader that the DIA's failure to respond to reports of Americans held 
hostage in Southeast Asia is "deplorable." He continued: "They are there. I've seen the evidence 
.... There's no garbage about deciding whether live Americans are there or not. That's not the 
issue. They are there." 

Another member of the delegation, liberal Representative Frank McCloskey (D-IN), 
commented, "We have moved from an opinion to certainty. We are convinced beyond a shadow 
of a doubt." 

The issue of Americans still held hostage in Southeast Asia is not going to die. Yet 
Vietnam veterans and other concerned Americans are growing increasingly frustrated over the 
intransigence of the U.S. government and its failure to deal forthrightly with the tragedy. 

J. Thomas Burch, National Coordinator of the National Vietnam Veterans Coalition, 
notes: "There is now a widespread perception in the Vietnam veterans' community that 
government efforts to resolve the POW-MIA issue consist of 'all rhetoric, no action.' In practice, 
most efforts are devoted to returning remains and few apparent efforts are devoted to returning 
live prisoners of war." 

-- KIRK KIDWELL 


WASHINGTON 
Conservatives Urge Repeal 


But liberals want to raise the minimum wage 


Another sacred cow of New Deal liberalism may be headed for the slaughterhouse, if 
Representative Richard Armey (R-TX) has his way. Armey, together with Representatives Eldon 
Rudd (R-AZ) and Philip Crane (R-IL), has introduced legislation repealing the minimum wage 
law first enacted in 1938. 

"The very existence of that wage is in itself discriminatory and is the blatant act of the 
Government legislating away a person's right to work," Armey charged recently. 

Noting that, as the minimum wage increases, black youth unemployment rises, Armey 
stated: "It is the minimum wage and increases in that minimum wage causing the decrease in 
labor consumed and the substitution of capital that has given us this chronic unemployment." 
Unemployment among black youths runs as high as 50 percent in many inner-city areas. 
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Rudd agreed with Armey's assessment. "Very regretfully," he said, "the well-being of the 
American poor, for whom the act was enacted, has not improved as a result of this legislation. 
Instead of providing employment opportunities, the minimum wage has discouraged employers 
from hiring additional help where help could have been hired. Our nation's entitlement rolls 
continue to grow while we prevent employers from hiring those who receive those funds." 

According to research cited by the Congressmen, for every ten percent rise in the 
minimum wage, three percent of American workers covered by the minimum wage law are 
pushed into the ranks of the unemployed. Carrying those percentages over into the workforce at 
large, the adverse impact of the minimum wage becomes even more apparent. Out of the 100 
million or so working Americans about six million are covered by minimum wage requirements. 
If three percent of those workers are displaced for every ten percent increase in the minimum 
wage, some 180,000 needy Americans are pushed into the welfare line every time Congress 
gives minimum wage workers a raise. 

Who are those displaced workers, asks Rudd? "It may be young people on their first job. 
It may be new immigrants just learning English," he speculated. "It may be an urban minority 
adult who has just decided to get started and make something of himself, to help support children 
or put someone through school. Whoever it may be, three out of ten will have the pay-window 
slammed in their faces because of the minimum wage." 

During a recent special order on the House floor, Armey provided a poignant personal 
example of how the minimum wage hurts those it is supposed to help. Prior to being elected to 
Congress, Armey was the chairman of the economics department at North Texas State 
University. Over time he became good friends with a janitor named "Charlie." Although Charlie 
was mentally handicapped, Armey noted, "he was a person of tremendous pride, dignity, and 
sensitivity." 

"I became fast friends with Charlie," he continued. "He has many of the same problems 
that I did. We were both trying to support our families. We were both very proud of our children. 
Charlie and his wife had a new baby one winter, and he was extremely proud of his youngster, 
just like I guess all of us fathers and mothers are." 

Yet this unique friendship ultimately came to an unhappy end. "One evening I came to 
work, and I had two observations that upset me," Armey recalled. "One, the building was a mess. 
This was very unusual. And, two, Charlie was not there. This condition persisted .... [So] I talked 
to a friend of mine in administration who was responsible for the hiring of maintenance 
personnel. I asked him what happened to Charlie, and he explained to me that the university had 
to let Charlie go, the reason being that there had been an increase in the minimum wage and, 
given the budget of the university, they could not afford to continue Charlie on the payroll." 

Armey's conclusion from his experience? "Here is a law and an effort made, I am sure, in 
this body that was certainly designed to help people like my friend Charlie, but it resulted in 
effectively legislating away his right to work. Charlie went on unemployment and subsequently 
on welfare." 

Armey and his colleagues are not overly optimistic about their bill's chances of passing 
the House and Senate, especially since liberals in Congress are seeking to raise the minimum 
wage. Yet, despite their chances of success, they intend to fight on. "Our action should begin and 
be carried out," Rudd said, "in the name of the many millions whose lives and families have been 
unintentionally stunted, even destroyed, by the instruments of our unfulfilled hopes for them." 

-- KIRK KIDWELL 


CAPITOL UPDATE Arming 
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Communists Continues 


This column has been produced by Birch Research Incorporated, 395 Concord Avenue, 
Belmont, MA 02178. 

The United States government has a decades-long record of lending support to 
Communist dictatorships. When Romania became the first Warsaw Pact nation to join the 
International Monetary Fund in 1972, the Richard Nixon Administration voted in favor of 
admitting the Communist nation. In 1982, when Hungary's membership came before the IMF, 
the Reagan Administration is said to have supported the induction. 

While most of the 535 U.S. Congressmen in Washington sat by quietly, the Reagan 
Administration, in conjunction with the Treasury Department, permitted Communist Poland to 
reenter the IMF. Unless public pressure is applied immediately, Poland will also be admitted to 
the IMF-affiliated International Bank for Reconstruction and Development, commonly known as 
"The World Bank." Reentry into the IMF means that the Communist dictatorship of General 
Wojciech Jaruzelski will again be able to borrow money from an organization to which the 
United States taxpayers provide approximately 20 percent of the funding. 

A founding member of the IMF in 1945, Poland withdrew from membership under 
pressure from Soviet dictator Josef Stalin in 1950. Warsaw's 1981 application for readmission to 
the organization was stalled for five years, after the Reagan Administration threatened to veto the 
Polish application in response to the Soviet-ordered crushing of the Solidarity labor union and 
the imposition of martial law. In 1984, however, Reagan withdrew his opposition. 

Poland's international debt -- owed mostly to Western governments and banks -- 
presently stands at approximately $29 billion and ranks as the largest among the Eastern 
European Communist dictatorships. The U.S. Commodity Credit Corporation is owed $1.3 
billion by the Polish government. In December 1985, the Jaruzelski government failed to meet its 
payment of more than $500 million to the West. 

In a recent Washington Post editorial, Jan Nowak, national director of the 
Polish-American Congress, and a supporter of Polish readmission into the IMF, revealed -- 
perhaps unwittingly -- the extent of western assistance to Communist dictatorships: "This year, 
four leading American banks lent the Soviet Union $400 million at unusually low interest rates 
to buy American and Canadian grain. In 1984 alone, East Germany received $2.5 billion in 
Western credits. Last year ... Bulgaria received $125 million from Western banks...." 

In late May, 125 of the 149 IMF members voted to readmit the Jaruzelski government 
into the organization. Poland's readmission to the IMF means the puppet regime will be able to 
"reschedule" (postpone) the debt it owes the West while at the same time having access to hard 
currency loans. 

Other Communist members of the IMF include Afghanistan, the People's Republic of 
(Red) China, Ethiopia, Hungary, Kampuchea (Cambodia), Laos, Nicaragua, Romania, Vietnam, 
South Yemen (Aden), Yugoslavia, and Zimbabwe. The IMF also includes many dictatorships 
notorious for their verbal bashings of America at the United Nations and physical skull bashing 
of real or imagined opponents; the more notorious are: Algeria, Benin, Congo, Guinea-Bissau, 
Guyana, Iran, Iraq, Libya, and Syria. 

In 1977 Communist Vietnam received its first loan from the IMF in the amount of $36 
million. In 1978, again, Vietnam received $30 million from the World Bank, followed by $60 
million from the affiliated International Development Agency in 1978. In 1981 Communist 
Ethiopia received $67.5 million from the IMF and Grenada was granted $3.4 million, while Red 
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China received a whopping $550 million in loans. The IMF-World Bank affiliated 
Inter-American Development Bank scheduled a $34 million loan to Nicaragua's Marxist 
government in 1982. In 1983, the then-Marxist government of Grenada received a $14 million 
loan from the IMF. Communist Yugoslavia, with a debt of $19 billion, received $300 million in 
standby credit from the IMF in 1985. The standby credit allowed Belgrade to continue receiving 
credit from Western sources. These are just a small number of examples of the American 
tax-funded IMF/World Bank generosity towards Communists. 

According to a Government Accounting Office analysis for Fiscal Year 1982, the United 
States spent $122 billion or 56 percent of the defense budget on the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO). Therefore, more than one half of America's defense budget is going to 
defend Western Europe against Communist nations whose economies are being subsidized by 
the 20 percent American tax-funded IMF. 

Since Representative Philip Crane (R-IL) introduced H.R. 97 in early 1985, Congress has 
been inundated with an avalanche of mail from constituents demanding passage of the bill, 
which would stop the American government's direct and indirect economic assistance to 
Communist dictatorships. 

H.R. 97 would amend the Trade Act of 1974 and the Export-Import Act of 1945 to 

prohibit all extensions of credit guarantees, investment guarantees, or grants by 

any agency of the United States government to any Communist country. The bill 

has been referred to the International Finance, Trade, and Monetary Policy 

Subcommittee of the House Committee on Banking, Finance, and Urban Affairs, 

and to the Trade Subcommittee of the House Ways and Means Committee. 

The issue of direct and indirect economic assistance to Communist nations is bound to 
remain a major issue in the 1986 Congressional elections. 

-- EVANS-RAYMOND PIERRE 


VIEWPOINT/ Walter E. Williams 


Minimum Wage Laws Create Unemployment 

Representatives Richard Armey (R-TX), Eldon Rudd (R-AZ), and Philip Crane (R-IL) 
have introduced HR 4459 to repeal the minimum wage law. Before we condemn these men as 
insensitive tyrants who'll next seek to repeal motherhood, the flag, and apple pie, let's examine 
the effect of the minimum wage. The intentions that underlie American support for the minimum 
wage law are for the most part noble. But we know the road to hell is paved with good 
intentions. 

The effect of the minimum wage law is seen if you put yourself in the place of an 
employer and ask: "If I must pay $3.35 per hour plus mandated fringes like Social Security taxes 
and other payroll taxes, as well as employee insurance (totaling a minimum hourly hiring cost of 
over $4), does it pay to hire a worker unfortunate to have skills that enable him to produce only 
$2 worth of value per hour?" 

Discriminating Against Youth 

Most people would view hiring such a person as a losing economic proposition. 
Therefore, the minimum wage law discriminates against the employment of low-skilled people. 
In any labor force young people constitute the bulk of its low-skilled members, because they 
have not gained the experience, maturity, and reliability of adults. Therefore, economic theory 
predicts the minimum wage law would discriminate most heavily against teen employment. 
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According to U.S. Labor Department statistics, the national teenage unemployment rate is 
18 percent. Black teenage unemployment is over 40 percent nationally (in some cities over 50 
percent). Surprisingly, black teenage unemployment in the late '40s was less than that of white 
teens, nine and ten percent respectively. The difference was that the minimum wage law was not 
as high and its coverage wasn't as wide as it is today. Furthermore, Social Security taxes were 
virtually nonexistent and we didn't have all the laws that make it costly for employers to fire kids 
for irresponsible behavior. 

In the late '40s and '50s, even for slum kids, there were all kinds of jobs, including some 
that I held: movie usher, dishwasher, fruit and vegetable picker, stock clerk, golf caddy, and 
letter carrier during the Christmas holidays. None of these jobs paid much, but then I wasn't 
worth much. The real value of early work experience is much more important than the little 
change a kid can earn. You learn how to find and keep a job. You learn to be prompt, respect and 
obey superiors, and develop good work habits and attitudes that can pay off in the future. 
Additionally, there are the self-respect and pride that come from being semi-independent 
financially. 

Blacks Suffer Most 

These benefits from early work experiences are important for all kids, but even more so 
for poor black kids. Why? Because many come from broken homes and the schools they attend 
don't do much to make them valuable employees. Therefore, if these kids are to learn something 
that will enhance their future potential it must come through actual employment. 

Millions of jobs that could exist have been destroyed by the minimum wage law and 
other labor laws. In fact, these laws constitute a collusion against young, inexperienced workers. 
Labor unions support them because they reduce competition thereby leading to higher wages for 
union members. 

No Clout for Teens 

I doubt whether HR 4459 will advance politically. It's a matter of political hard ball. No 
lawmaker owes his seat to the teen vote, but many are beholden to the union vote. In the political 
arena the supreme rule is: dump on those who can't dump back, and cry some crocodile tears. 


The author is a syndicated columnist. 


Although there were many gaps in the line that snaked through 16 states from New York 
to California on May 25th, organizer Kenneth A. Kragen said that Hands Across America was 
successful in calling attention to hungry and homeless Americans. He said that five million 
people participated in the event -- each of whom was asked to contribute $10 -- but that it will be 
weeks before he knows whether the project achieved its goal of raising $50 million. "It's not the 
money," said Kragen. "What's important now is that these issues of hunger and homelessness are 
clearly out in the open." 

Kragen, a talent manager for celebrities who headed the USA for Africa fundraiser last 
year, said that it cost about $12 million to organize Hands Across America, including $3 million 
for liability insurance. He said that the participants included President and Mrs. Reagan and 225 
White House staffers and their families; governors, mayors, and other politicians; Hollywood 
stars, entertainers, and sports figures; and many ordinary citizens. 
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The President had not originally planned to take part in the human chain, but was talked 
into it by his wife and daughter Maureen. A few days before the event, Mr. Reagan told a group 
of high school students, "I don't believe that there is anyone going hungry in America simply by 
denial or lack of ability to feed them; it is by people not knowing where or how to get help." 

Later, however, the President issued a proclamation stating: "By joining together in this 
way, in cities and towns, along the back roads and mountain highways, from sea to shining sea, 
the people of this blessed land are reaffirming their willingness to sacrifice so that adequate food 
and shelter are available to all." 

In 1977, the Carter Administration issued a report saying that "true malnutrition is 
virtually nonexistent in this country." Federal nutrition outlays, which totalled $8.5 billion in 
1977, were up to $18.6 billion in 1985. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


VIEWPOINT/ G. Russell 


Evans 


Hungry for an Issue 

Somehow things do not quite ring true with the "Hands Across America" extravaganza 
for feeding the hungry in the best-fed nation on earth. Big Media love to hype a story like this. 
They puff it for days on end with color photos on the front pages and miles of hand-holders on 
prime time TV -- but with scant attention to the real facts in the case. It is too much theater to be 
obscured with truth. 

In one TV segment, we saw a 300 pound lady with four plump children, all telling the 
cameras how hungry they were. Next, a husky 240-pound six-foot-two gentleman was telling a 
reporter he had to get up to the welfare place, you know, to get his groceries, you know, to feed 
his family -- while the classified section of any metropolitan newspaper contains fourteen 
columns of fine-print "help wanted" ads. 

When President Reagan recently told a group of high school students that medical, food, 
and shelter programs were available to the needy, he was on target. With a federal Health and 
Human Services (HHS) budget of some $300 billion per year, including many billions for food 
stamps and rent subsidies, the problem, if there is one, is not an uncaring citizenry, but the 
logistics of getting authorized aid to the deserving. Either the hungry do not know where the aid 
is, or the aid administrators do not know where the hungry are. 

The doubling of the national debt to $2 trillion within five years suggests that the Reagan 
Administration and the Tip O'Neill Congress have continued to pile on the welfare handouts, 
whether claimed by the needy or not. 

"Hands Across America," say organizers Ken Kragen and Marty Rogol, may generate 
$50 million in donations by next October, with 25 percent going to pay "expenses." In addition, 
U.S. corporations have chipped in $12 million more for promotional expenses. While affluent 
Americans, many seeking a "cause," may get a feel for hunger from the Kragen-Rogol event, 
they should also know that this one-shot deal will provide only about 2.6 percent of the federal 
charity program to which all taxpayers contribute substantially every April 15th. 

When Kragen and Bob Geldof of U.S. for Africa told ABC-TV's "Good Morning, 
America" host David Hartman that "the widespread hunger and famine in America is a scandal," 
they were not telling the truth -- and Hartman was being dishonest in letting them get away with 
such outrageous slander. In 1977 the Field Foundation's study of nutrition concluded that hunger 
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was no longer a serious problem in the United States. Since then, the government nutrition and 
food stamp programs have increased by 50 percent. 

With no serious hunger problem in 1977, with large increases in food stamps since 1977, 
and with the cost of food declining in relation to family income, there is no justification for 
anyone going to bed hungry in America in 1986. Indeed, food stamps are now available to a 
family of four with annual income of less than $18,564. The federal nutrition programs cost $19 
billion per year. 

Perhaps the people and Big Media needed something exciting and different to begin the 
summer with. Holding hands across 4,215 miles of America was a challenge and a thrill. No 
doubt the money raised will do some good, but it is a far cry from the answer to modern charity. 
It pretends to "solve" a problem that generally does not exist. 

This noble effort was a drop in the bucket of nutrition for the best-fed nation in history. 
One of the results is a propaganda win for the Soviets, who have long been telling their people 
about the starving, poverty-ridden Americans. Another result benefits the Democratic Party in 
this election year when prosperity in jobs, price stability, and building booms have become 
unbearable. Now, the Tip O'Neill stalwarts can pretend to point to a starving America in their 
electioneering, courtesy of "Hands Across America." 

Economists Lowell Gallaway and Richard Vedder of Ohio University report: "At least 
5.7 million people are living in 'poverty' by choice as a result of the generosity of public 
welfare." what Big Media, the O'Neills, and Kragens never tell us is that the more we pay people 
to be poor, the more "poverty" we get. Adds Professor Gallaway, "Each additional $1 billion in 
welfare spending increases the 'poverty' population by 250,000." A few billion dollars more 
might attract enough "hungry" people to produce "Hands Across the World," courtesy of the U.S. 
taxpayer. 


This year marks the 150th anniversary of the Battle of the Alamo and Texas 
independence. 

The "Texas Sesquicentennial" provides a unique opportunity to pay homage to the. Texas 
patriots who founded and shaped the Lone Star State. The ideals of these patriots were based on 
the same concept of liberty that inspired our Founding Fathers to proclaim their independence 
from Britain in 1776. 

On April 20th, Han Xu, the Ambassador of the People's Republic of China to the United 
States, used the occasion of the Sesquicentennial to attack the United States for the bombing of 
Libya, an act that he called "state terrorism." Han, the ambassador of a regime that -- according 
to a Senate Subcommittee report (see page 27) -- had killed between 34 and 64 million of its own 
citizens, had been invited to Houston by Texas officials to take part in Sesquicentennial events. 

According to the Houston Chronicle, Han stated while in the city: 

¢ "The [Red] Chinese government has always condemned all forms of terrorism, but at 
the same time we are against the encroachment upon the territory of a sovereign state [Libya] 
under the pretext of striking against terrorism." 

¢ "You have supported Taiwan and opposed the People's Republic of China .... you 
support South Africa instead of the majority of African people, and you supported Somoza [of 
Nicaragua] and opposed the people in Central America .... You send your fleet so far away to 
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other countries [in the Mediterranean Sea], and you bomb other countries." 

¢ [Red] China's new economic reforms should not be mistaken for a transition to 
capitalism but rather as the building of a socialist system with 'Chinese characteristics." 

We do not know if Sam Houston and Davy Crockett are rolling over in their graves; but 
we suspect that freedom-loving Texans learned something from Han's visit, even if the officials 
who invited Han did not. 


-- GARY BENOIT 
VIEWPOINT/ Maryland Supreme Court Legislates Gun Control 
VIEWPOINT/ Stephen 


Green 
Maryland Supreme Court 


Legislates Gun Control 

Advocates of gun control are applauding a revolutionary ruling by Maryland's highest 
court. The decision ultimately could have the effect of stopping the sale of handguns known as 
Saturday Night Specials. 

In its unanimous opinion, the Maryland Court of Appeals declared that the manufacturers 
and marketers of the inexpensive, short-barreled pistols ought to know they are "making or 
selling a product principally to be used in criminal activity." Therefore, the court reasoned, 
makers and sellers of the weapons can be sued for damages by those suffering injuries inflicted 
by the guns. 

Normally, the court's rulings apply only to Maryland. But in this instance the decision 
could have a national impact. The opinion was requested by a federal district court in Baltimore 
where a handgun victim is suing the manufacturer of the weapon that wounded him. 

Admittedly, many persons otherwise opposed to gun control have been dismayed by the 
ease with which criminals have been able to obtain Saturday Night Specials and use them in 
crimes that range from robbery to murder. But an assault on the weapons by judicial fiat can be 
as dangerous to our constitutional right to bear arms as a pistol in the hands of a criminal can be 
to life and limb. 

Restricting guns by carefully crafted legislation that satisfies constitutional safeguards is 
one thing, but the ruling of the Maryland court has infringed on the law-making prerogative of 
the legislative branch. In overstepping the bounds of judicial restraint, the court has stretched the 
concept of third-party liability beyond recognition. 

Under the ruling, liabilities for damages could force manufacturers of inexpensive 
handguns out of business. That, of course, is precisely what the advocates of gun control desire. 

But the court's basic premise -- that the weapons primarily are used in the commission of 
crimes -- is dubious. According to gun dealers, the pistols frequently are purchased for protection 
by those who cannot afford more expensive firearms. One handgun dealer was quoted as saying 
that, if the ruling stands, "a working-class person making under $15,000 would never be able to 
afford a gun." 

Few realize that the Saturday Night Special has served as an equalizer for the poor. It has 
provided a shield for those who live in lower-class neighborhoods where police protection may 
not be of the highest quality. 

Criminals who can't obtain Saturday Night Specials will manage to obtain other weapons. 
The wealthy will continue to purchase more expensive firearms. Under the ruling, only the poor 
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will be denied the opportunity to protect themselves. 

As a National Rifle Association spokesman explained, a cheap handgun is "a useful tool 
to the people that need it most -- the people that are poor, people that are black, people that are 
usually affected by crime." Thus, the court's failure to consider how cheap handguns are used for 
protection by the poor is unduly elitist. 

The fuzzy thinking demonstrated by the Maryland court in this case has caused damage 
enough. But the problem could be compounded if the same sort of rationale is applied to 
products other than inexpensive guns. While baseball bats and hockey sticks often have been 
used as clubs, nobody yet has suggested the victims sue the firms that produced or sold the 
weapons. But that could come in time under the judicial philosophy of the Maryland court. 

Perhaps, the Maryland ruling was inevitable in view of the explosion in product liability 
litigation. But pinning liability for injuries on the manufacturer of a pistol flunks the basic test of 
reason. A gun doesn't shoot unless somebody pulls the trigger. The Maryland ruling ought to be 
overturned as a bad case of judicial excess and an unconstitutional end run to impose gun 
control. 


Two journalists filed a $23.8 million damage suit on May 29th in Miami's U.S. District 
Court against 30 Nicaraguan and American anti-Sandinistas. The journalists, Tony Avirgan of 
the government-financed National Public Radio and his wife Martha Honey of ABC, allege that 
those named in the suit have been involved in smuggling cocaine into the United States; plotting 
the murder of the U.S. Ambassador to Nicaragua; shipping weapons from the U.S. to 
anti-Sandinista rebels based in Costa Rica; and staging the 1984 bomb attack against Sandinista 
foe Eden Pastora which killed five people and injured many, among them Avirgan. Those named 
in the suit include Adolfo Calero, leader of the Nicaraguan Democratic Force; retired Major 
General John Singlaub, chairman of the World Anti-Communist League; and Ted Shackley and 
Tom Clines, both former high-ranking CIA employees. 

According to Avirgan and Honey, the anti-Communists violated the Neutrality Act and 
the Arms Export Control Act. However, the Justice Department, the State Department, Calero, 
and Singlaub have denied any wrongdoing. 

The Nicaraguan Connection 

During debates on the situation in Central America, charges and countercharges of drug 
smuggling have surfaced. Earlier this year, Jose Alvaro Baldizon Aviles, a Soviet-trained police 
lieutenant and former investigator in the Sandinista Ministry of the Interior, accused Interior 
Minister Tomas Borge and Vice-Minister Luis Carrion of controlling cocaine shipments from 
Colombia through Nicaragua destined for the United States on behalf of the leftist government. 
In 1982, according to Baldizon, Borge ordered all cocaine, American currency, and gold to be 
turned over to his ministry. Borge, it is alleged, personally picked up a shipment at a rural 
airfield in 1984 in order to avoid customs agents. 

Baldizon's allegations of Nicaraguan involvement in drug trafficking are not new. In 
1985 two former drug runners, James Herring and a hooded man code-named Dekker, implicated 
fugitive Robert Vesco (who fled the U.S. in the early 1970s in order to avoid prosecution on 
swindling charges), along with Nicaraguan and Cuban government officials, in drug and 
weapons smuggling. Herring recounted plans to acquire weapons and American technology: "I 
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met Vesco [in Cuba] several times, stayed at a government house there in Havana near Robert 
Vesco's house. We discussed everything from acquiring a thousand riot shotguns to stealing a 
jetstar aircraft." Herring also recounted Nicaragua's 1983 offer to Vesco to establish a drug 
operation in that country. Vesco was offered armed protection, airstrips, water port facilities, and 
processing facilities by the Marxist government. 

Raul Castro, brother of dictator Fidel Castro, met with Daniel Ortega in 1981 to discuss 
setting up a Nicaraguan drug operation. In July 1984 a federal grand jury in Miami indicted 
Nicaraguan Interior Ministry employee Frederico Vaughan, along with ten others, on charges of 
attempting to transport more than 3,000 pounds of cocaine (with a value of $20 million) into the 
U.S. Vaughan was accused of receiving $1.5 million from drug smugglers for the use of 
Nicaraguan territory for U.S.-bound cocaine. That year, Antonio Farach, a former Nicaraguan 
diplomat, revealed during Senate testimony that Humberto Ortega, Defense Minister and brother 
of President Daniel Ortega, had provided assistance to drug smugglers. Colombian drug 
smuggler Pablo Escobar and Sandinista official Frederico Vaughan were filmed loading cocaine 
onto a plane in Nicaragua. Nicaraguan troops are also said to have been observed loading 
cocaine onto planes. 

Arms In Demand 

In return for assistance and safe haven provided by Castro's government, Jaime Guillot 
Lara, a Colombian drug smuggler, provided 200 tons of weapons to Colombia's terrorist M-19 
group. Guillot's cooperation came after a secret meeting with Raul Castro in 1981. 

In early 1984 the Colombian government revealed that weapons were being imported by 
terrorist groups in exchange for cocaine. During a raid on a huge jungle-based drug operation in 
southern Colombia, authorities discovered $2 billion worth of weapons, helicopters, planes, 
vehicles, and radio equipment, along with 13.8 tons of cocaine estimated to be worth $1.2 
billion. The terrorist Colombian Revolutionary Armed Forces and the M-19 are known to be 
heavily dependent on drug-trafficking revenues. 

Former Captain Raul Eliseo Perez Mendez, a veteran of Cuba's intervention in Angola 
and an operative in Castro's KGB-styled General Directorate of Intelligence, defected to the 
United States in 1983 and is said to have had knowledge of Cuban smuggling activities. Before 
his defection, Perez also worked in the Cuban Institute of Friendship with the Peoples (CIFP). 
Rene Rodriguez Cruz, CIFP President and a member of the Central Committee of the Cuban 
Communist Party, was one of eleven men -- including four Cuban officials -- indicted in Miami 
on November 5, 1982 on charges of attempting to smuggle drugs into the U.S. The other 
Communist officials indicted but, like Rodriguez, never brought to trial were: Navy Vice 
Admiral Aldo Santamaria Cuadrado (also known as Rene Baeza-Rodriguez), a member of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party; Fernando Ravelo Renedo, Cuba's Ambassador to 
Colombia until March 1981; and Gonzalo Bassols Suarez, a former minister in the Cuban 
embassy in Colombia. 

During the trial of the seven men accused of attempting to bring into the U.S. more than 
23 million methaqualone tablets (Quaaludes), 2.5 million pounds of marijuana, and 80 pounds of 
cocaine from Colombia, former Cuban agent Mario Estebes Gonzalez recalled how he was 
instructed to sell drugs in Miami. Testifying before a U.S. Senate committee hearing, Estebes 
stated that he had personally delivered to the Ministry of the Interior more than $7 million from 
drug deals -- primarily cocaine, methaqualone and marijuana. 

-- EVANS-RAYMOND PIERRE 


VIEWPOINT/ Sandinistas Persecute Miskitos 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


VIEWPOINT/ Elizabeth M. Drummey 


Sandinistas Persecute Miskitos 

According to Webster's Dictionary, genocide is "the deliberate and systematic 
destruction of a racial, political, or cultural group." The Miskito Indians of Nicaragua's Atlantic 
Coast are just such a group, and the Sandinista government, under the rule of Daniel Ortega, is 
bringing about their destruction. Rape, torture, and murder are just a few of the tools that this 
Communist regime employs in order to inflict its brand of genocide on Nicaragua's Indians. 

Until 1979 the Miskito, Sumo, and Rama Indians lived a peaceful, semi-autonomous 
existence in the remote eastern regions of Nicaragua. They maintained a language and culture 
distinct from those of their countrymen, and under the Somoza government the Indians were left 
alone. The Miskitos did not depend on a cash economy and therefore maintained a high degree 
of self-sufficiency and a democratic government. However, when the Sandinistas overthrew 
President Somoza in 1979, the new government attempted to impose state control over the 
Atlantic Coast peoples by relocating them to camps in the interior of the country. This tactic was 
the first step in a plan to destroy the Indian nations in Nicaragua. The genocide had begun. 

The Sandinistas had two main reasons for wanting to relocate the Miskitos: First, the 
government troops would now have more freedom to operate in the Atlantic Coast regions, and 
second, the Indians could be better controlled and indoctrinated by the Sandinista National 
Liberation Front (FSLN) and its leader, Daniel Ortega, if they were concentrated in camps. 
Although the Indians had, for the most part, supported the Sandinistas during the revolution, by 
1981 MISURASATA, the Indians' chief support organization, was the main anti-Sandinista 
group. 

The resistance to the Sandinista government grew with the development of many 
independent rebel groups. The main non-Indian rebel group, which has its headquarters over the 
border of Nicaragua in Honduras, is known as the Nicaraguan Democratic Forces (FDN). This 
organization is the one rebel group that is backed by the United States. The MISURASATA 
refuses to join forces with the FDN because, according to MISURASATA leader Brooklyn 
Rivera, "We are looking to change the Managua government's policy toward the indigenous 
peoples, and not necessarily to change the government," whereas the FDN is fighting to 
overthrow the Ortega regime. Another faction of the MISURASATA is the MISURA, which is 
an Indian rebel group formed by the Miskito population of Sumo and Rama Indians. The 
MISURA broke away from the MISURASATA and took up arms against the Sandinista regime 
in 1982. 

Those Indians who did not join rebel forces were often forced to flee Nicaragua in order 
to avoid being relocated by the Sandinistas. Since March 25th of this year, 10,500 Miskito 
Indians have fled to Honduras after their villages were attacked by Sandinista troops. Many of 
these Indians were part of the 10,000 to 12,000 who had been allowed to return to their villages 
after they had been forcibly removed to government camps in 1981 and 1982. When they were 
allowed to return, the Indians were "promised" by the Ortega regime that they would be left 
alone and allowed to maintain a local government. After this alleged reprieve, however, the 
Sandinistas have attempted to regain their control over the Atlantic Coast peoples by attacking 
their villages and forcibly conscripting the Miskito men for the Sandinista army, as well as 
violating almost every human right that the Indians possessed. 

Widespread Violations 

Many of the abuses that the Sandinista government has inflicted on the Indians have been 

chronicled by Professor Bernard Nietschmann of the University of California at Berkeley. The 
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following passages are from his statement to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights 
in October of 1983. 
It is with sadness that I report widespread, systematic, and arbitrary human 
rights violations in Miskito Indian communities. These violations by the 

Sandinista government include arbitrary killings, arrests and interrogations, rapes, 

torture, continuing forced relocations ... destruction of villages ... prohibition of 

village food production ... the complete absence of any medicine, health care, or 
educational services in many Indian villages; the denial of religious freedom; and 

the looting of households and sacking of villages. 

In several villages I talked to people who had witnessed the arbitrary 

killing of Miskito civilians by Sandinista military forces. Many of these killings 

occurred during one of several Sandinista military invasions and occupations of 

Indian villages .... It was reported to me by several different firsthand sources that 

one man was nailed through his hands and ankles to a wall and told he would 

remain there until he either confessed to being a "contra" or died. He died .... A 

pattern is readily seen. Miskito men and women are accused of being contras, 

tortured or threatened with death unless they confess, killed, and then reported as 
having been contras, if, indeed, there is any report at all. 
Civilian Miskitos have been tortured in villages .... | was shown scars from 

what they said were bayonet wounds (a man of 60 years), fingernails pulled out (a 

man of 48 years), deep scars under fingernails from nails driven in (a man of 52 

years) .... Another man had been tied by his feet and hung upside down and 

beaten repeatedly with sticks. 

In order to limit the availability of food for the Miskito warriors, the 

Sandinista military has limited and prohibited the production of food by Miskito 

civilians .... No food is being sent into villages and the people have not produced 

food from local sources because of preexisting prohibitions. Many are slowly 

starving. 

As long as the Communist regime in Nicaragua continues to commit genocide against the 
indigenous peoples of its Atlantic Coast region, the United States must work to bring an end to 
the destruction of the basic human rights of the Miskito Indians, the same rights on which our 
country is based. 


Elizabeth Drummey, an English major at St. Anselm College (New Hampshire), is a summer 


intern at Birch Research Incorporated. 


One of Corazon Aquino's first acts after taking power in the Philippines at the end of 
February was to free more than 500 persons from jail, including two leaders of the Communist 
Party of the Philippines (CPP), José Maria Sison and Bernabe Buscayno. Asked upon his release 
if he now disavowed the use of armed force to bring about change, Sison, who founded the CPP 
in 1968, replied: "Why should I disavow? I have just come from prison. I stayed there for nine 
years. I have nothing to turn my back on except prison." Buscayno, the first leader of the CPP's 
military wing, the New People's Army (NPA), was also asked if he now renounced armed 
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revolution. He replied: "Oh, no, no, no." 

During the past three months, Mrs. Aquino has attempted to reach a ceasefire with the 
NPA guerrillas, and she has given Communist leaders six months to respond to her offer of 
negotiations. She even appeared on stage with two Red leaders at a May Day rally in Manila and 
sat through the playing of the "Internationale," the Communist revolutionary hymn. Her efforts 
have been supported by Jaime Cardinal Sin, the Catholic Archbishop of Manila, who told 
reporters in Los Angeles last month that the Red terrorists would soon lay down their arms and 
back the Aquino government because "they are learning it is time to return to normal life." 

There is good reason to believe, however, that the optimism of Mrs. Aquino and Cardinal 
Sin is not well founded. More than 700 persons have been killed in fire fights and assassinations 
by the Communists since February, and the Armed Forces of the Philippines have been largely 
ineffective in dealing with the estimated 30,000 guerrillas of the New People's Army, who 
control some 20 percent of the country. Even Armed Forces chief General Fidel Ramos concedes 
that "time is on the NPA side. If we don't move now, we may end up like Vietnam or 
Cambodia." 

The comparison with Cambodia is an apt one since the NPA has been waging "a largely 
unreported campaign of terror, assassination, and torture in the Philippine countryside," 
according to Ross H. Munro, New Delhi bureau chief for the Time-Life News Service. In a 
chilling article in the December 1985 issue of Commentary magazine, Munro quoted "a radical 
but independent leftist who knows both the CPP and the NPA well" as saying: "I'm afraid we 
might be staring at a Pol Pot future." Pot was the monster who led the Khmer Rouge 
extermination of three million Cambodians a decade ago. 

Munro's article is must reading for anyone who thinks there is the slightest possibility of 
reaching a peaceful settlement with the CPP or the NPA. He described in detail the NPA's savage 
reign of terror, one that involved killing perhaps 500 to 600 Filipino villagers a month during 
1985 as part of a deliberate campaign to stamp out any thought of resistance to the demands of 
the NPA. Strong and popular local officials are also being killed, said Munro as he recalled the 
comment of an American observer: "It's just like Vietnam. The guerrillas are killing the worst 
and the best local officials. They don't worry about the mediocre ones; they know they'll go 
along." 

In testimony before Congress last month, Assistant Secretary of Defense Richard 
Armitage confirmed that the military situation in the Philippines is "serious and getting worse 
with the Communists enjoying the initiative and assuming de facto control in areas where 
government influence has been eroded over the years." He said that "far from embracing the 
government, the Communists are exploiting the [Philippine Army's] defensive posture by 
reorganizing, regrouping, and recovering from its election setback." 

According to a Heritage Foundation Backgrounder issued in April, American analysts 
believe that the Communist Party of the Philippines "has attracted one million active supporters 
plus at least six million sympathizers from all 73 provinces." Its urban-action arm, the National 
Democratic Front (NDF), "hopes to form a ‘united front' of Communist and non-Communist 
union, student, church, and political opposition groups to promote strikes and demonstrations to 
complement rural military operations." The CPP has already made great strides in infiltrating the 
Catholic Church by recruiting as many as 1,200 of the 14,000 priests and nuns in the Philippines 
into a Red front known as Christians for National Liberation. 

The Communists indicated in March that they would consider Mrs. Aquino's cease-fire 
offer, but the NDF conditions include recall of all military units from the provinces, release of 
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"political" prisoners, and a purge of "fascist elements" in the Army. Add to that José Maria 
Sison's statement that even if a cease-fire were reached, "it would be impossible for the 
CPP-NPA to abandon armed struggle," and it is not hard to see "a Pol Pot future" for the 
Philippines if Mrs. Aquino makes concessions to the Communists. 

Should the Reds come to power "through military or political means," said Heritage 
policy analyst Richard D. Fisher Jr., "the CPP will create a brutal, repressive regime based on 
institutionalized terror. It will also end U.S. access to Philippine bases, thus severely reducing 
American ability to meet commitments throughout the Indian and Pacific Oceans." 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


VIEWPOINT/ Deliberate Disaster at Chernobyl? 
VIEWPOINT/ Hilaire du 


Berrier 


Deliberate Disaster at Chernobyl? 

More and more high-level intelligence men in Western Europe are asking an awful 
question: Did Gorbachev deliberately sacrifice an obsolete and badly constructed nuclear reactor 
in order to provide scare headlines for the pacifist, ecologist, and anti-nuclear campaigns 
Russians moles are running through hundreds of apparently idealistic organizations in the West? 

No intelligent man studying the evidence that has been put together would rule out such a 
possibility. The seasonable wind patterns were perfect for carrying enough radioactive particles 
over the Scandinavian countries to spread mass hysteria among the people who have consistently 
denounced every Western nuclear defense measure. From there, radioactive clouds could be 
counted upon to put anti-Cruise missile and anti-Pershing II demonstrators in the streets of 
Germany and Holland and around American bases in England. On May 9th, the conservative 
Paris daily newspaper Figaro carried a picture of six smiling, happy workmen from the 
Chernobyl plant enjoying their vacation in Kiev. 

There was no sign of sorrow or concern such as they would have shown if scores of their 
comrades had died in the reactor's explosion. And such would have been the case had workmen 
not been removed before a blowup of that magnitude occurred. 

America scrapped all plans for Chernobyl-type reactors in the late 1940s and Britain 
rejected the design as too risky in the 1980s. So what would a man like Gorbachev do with an 
expensive high-risk nuclear plant on his hands which he knew he was going to have to scrap? 
The answer is obvious, being Gorbachev; and, in the process of setting up arms-limitation talks 
in which all the pressure he could bring to bear on America would help, he would try to wring 
the sacrifice of any advantages it could yield. 

Western experts believe that all men were removed from the plant at 3 PM on Saturday, 
April 26th, when a small leak developed in the quarter-inch-thick steel tubes that prevent boiling 
hot steam and water from touching the graphite bricks that moderate the nuclear reaction. No 
attempt was made to remove the uranium fuel rods when the leak was discovered, and this can be 
explained in no other way than by assuming that Gorbachev wanted to sow panic in the West. 
That six Russians may have died in the scuttling operation was to be expected. Plans for that sort 
of a demolition job cannot be expected to run like clockwork. 

At about 5 AM, two hours after the accident, top officials in the Atomic Energy Ministry 
in Moscow were given full details of what had happened, but neither foreign embassies nor the 
Russian people were given any warning. A photograph from the American KH-II satellite 
showed a soccer game in progress near the plant a day after the explosion. 
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The first cry of alarm came from Stockholm at 9 AM on Monday, April 28th, but Mr. 
Gorbachev did not tell the nation what had happened until 18 days after half of Europe was 
placed at the mercy of the winds. The West's first reaction was that bureaucratic incompetence 
had caused the delay. Experts who have never had any confidence in Moscow's sense of decency 
now believe there was a deliberate attempt to mislead the world: A hope that Moscow's 
propaganda machine might blame some other nation for the radioactive clouds which that same 
machine intended to play for all they were worth. Like the best-laid plans of mice and men, the 
operation got out of hand; and, when it was too late to leave Mr. Gorbachev with a shred of 
credibility, he admitted there had been an accident at Chernobyl. And from his standpoint, all 
may not yet be lost. 

The London Sunday Times reported on May 18th that "Public fear over Chernobyl has 
resulted in a sharp rise in support for environmental groups who are preparing a massive 
campaign in the run up to the next general election. Group leaders say much support is coming 
from people previously uninterested in political or environmental issues." 

On Friday, May 16th, leaders of the two most powerful environmental pressure groups in 
England -- Greenpeace and Friends of the Earth -- agreed to a joint lobby of Parliament and party 
conferences seeking a halt to the nuclear power program. They said inquiries and applications for 
membership had risen dramatically. Miss Iris Webb of Friends of the Earth told reporters: "We 
are having to bank boxes of unopened mail, there is so much coming in." A Greenpeace 
organizer in a small town in Wales reported that her telephone was jammed with incoming calls. 
Interesting, when one considers that Greenpeace International, based in Britain but registered in 
Holland, where Russian-controlled peace movements flourish, was formed in Canada in October 
1969 by American draft-dodgers whom professionals had taken in hand. At first the 
draft-dodgers and deserters concentrated on demonstrations against the war in Vietnam and 
American nuclear tests in the Aleutians. Led by a lawyer named Irving Stowe, they moved on to 
opposition to American policies in general. Supported by Quakers and ecologists, they frightened 
the Canadians with the specter of a vast tidal wave engulfing Canada's west coast, and by 1972 
the tests were stopped, Then they turned to Moscow's next objective, the halting of French 
nuclear tests on Mururao Atoll, and the backing of Qaddafi-trained revolutionaries heading 
independence movements in France's Pacific Departments. In April of this year, six Greenpeace 
members were arrested in Nevada, where they were trying to halt American tests scheduled for 
April 8th. Greenpeace propaganda cards and pamphlets examined by security agents in West 
Germany showed that watermarks in the paper carried words in the Russian alphabet. Though 
Greenpeace will not campaign against Soviet nuclear power plants or testing, the Chernobyl 
clouds will be used to frighten the West out of developing nuclear energy or defenses. 

Likewise, the Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament (CND) women who have been 
picketing American bases in England are realizing a windfall. Their membership doubled in less 
than three weeks after the Chernobyl explosion. Whether the whole thing was a Gorbachev ploy 
or not, foolish Westerners are enabling him to realize more from the Chernobyl blowup than the 
old and flawed nuclear center was worth. The damage to Gorbachev's credibility for trying to 
mislead the world will be glossed over by his apologists. European analysts believe America is 
the nation that is going to pay for Chernobyl when all the regimented fronts swing into action. 
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VIEWPOINT/ Phyllis 
Schlafly 


Unmasking Red Death 


Abortion in Communist China is compulsory 

Every evening, the television networks report with dramatic visuals about happenings 
thousands of miles away from home. It's hard to avoid the conclusion that these events, 
photographed in living color and brought into our homes by the miracle of modern technology, 
are highly selective. 

We've probably seen a hundred minutes of South Africa for every one minute of 
Afghanistan. We hear about violations of human rights under anti-Communist regimes, but 
somehow we don't hear much about what is probably the most grievous violation of human 
rights taking place today -- the forced abortions in Communist China. 

An eye-witness report about this is now being related in speeches across the country by 
Steven Mosher, a professional anthropologist and author who spent several years in rural China. 
He went to mainland China after President Jimmy Carter recognized Red China in 1979 and 
opened up cultural exchanges. 

Mosher found, to his great surprise, that conditions for the Chinese peasants are worse 
today than they were in 1951. They are not even eating as well as in pre-Mao Tse-tung days. 

While Mosher was there, the government issued a directive that population growth could 
not exceed one percent. In compliance, pregnant women were rounded up, taken miles away 
from their homes, locked up and put through all-day "re-education" sessions until they agreed to 
have an abortion. 

Included were women six, seven, eight and nine months pregnant. The women were told 
that their infants would be killed if they gave birth in defiance of the quota. Some of the babies 
were taken in labor and killed on the spot. 

In 1981, the state imposed a quota on births for every village. All local officials must sign 
contracts that they will work to meet the birth-limitation quota. If they fail, they are fined; if they 
succeed, they get bonuses. The village Mosher was in was assigned a quota of seven births that 
year. 

In China, the minimum marriage age is 25. After marriage, you can apply for a 
conception certificate. If you get pregnant without this certificate, you are given "re-education" 
meetings until you agree to an abortion. 

In 1983, the population control commission issued Directive 7. It required that all women 
who have one child be fitted with an IUD, that all women who have had two children be 
sterilized, and that all women with an over-quota pregnancy have a mandatory abortion. 

Women going into delivery must prove that the birth is legal. If not, the baby is given an 
injection of formaldehyde or strangled or its skull is crushed at birth. 

In one province near Hong Kong, the local official ordered a house-to-house search. All 
pregnant-over-quota women were arrested, bound or handcuffed, dragged kicking and 
screaming, some of them toted in pig baskets, and taken miles away from their homes. This one 
local reign of terror resulted in 19,000 forced abortions in three months. 

The ruling authorities have adopted a modus operandi that makes it acceptable to arrest, 
imprison, threaten and brainwash the pregnant women until they are terrified into walking the 
last two steps toward the knife on their own. This enables the government in Peking to propagate 
the fiction that abortions are "voluntary." 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


The main text on the pages that follow was excerpted from The Human Cost of 
Communism in China, an official U.S. government report released by the Senate Subcommittee 
on Internal Security in 1971. The report was written by Professor Richard L. Walker, a lifelong 
student of Chinese affairs, with an introduction by then-Senator James O. Eastland Democrat of 
Missippippi. 

When this report was first released, the process of making Red China a U.S. "ally" had 
just begun under the Nixon Administration. That process has continued unabated under the Ford 
and Carter Administrations -- and has actually accelerated under the Administration of Ronald 
Reagan. So too has the need for much more widespread and far greater understanding of the 
human cost of a regime that our government has adopted as a "friend." 


Introduction 
By Senator James O. Eastland 


[T]here can be no disagreement on the central point that, whatever the status of our 
relations with China, it is imperative that we in America have a realistic appreciation of the 
nature and objectives of Chinese communism. 

For some strange reason, most of the newspaper men who have traveled to China for the 
American press in the wake of Peking's invitation to the American ping-pong team felt called 
upon to paint Communist China in the most positive hues and to ignore the massive evidence of 
inhumanity and aggression that has characterized Communist rule in China. 

It was almost as though American reporters in Hitler Germany during the 1930's had 
limited themselves to reporting that the streets were clean, there was an air of general prosperity, 
the trains were running on time, unemployment had been eliminated, and the people appeared 
well fed and contented. All of these things were true about Hitler Germany. But any reporter who 
focused exclusively on these aspects of Nazi rule and ignored all of the negative aspects, 
including the massive military buildup, would justly have been excoriated as a propagandist. 
Needless to say, there were such propagandists; and, to the extent to which they were successful, 
they succeeded in blinding segments of the public, in both Britain and America, to the threat 
which Nazi Germany posed to their own security... 
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In an earlier companion study, "The Human Cost of Soviet Communism," Robert 
Conquest, the famed British Sovietologist, calculated that at least 21,500,000 human beings had 
been executed or killed in other ways by the Soviet Communist authorities. This, he emphasized, 
was a minimum estimate and the real figure might very well be 50 percent higher. In addition, he 
estimated that the Communist revolution and the civil war and famine which followed it cost 
another 14 million human lives. The total human cost of Soviet communism, therefore, comes to 
somewhere between 35 million and 45 million lives. 

In the case of the Soviet Union, the estimates were based on a massive documentation 
that had accumulated over the years -- including Khrushchev's account of the crimes of the Stalin 
era. In the case of Red China, the available documentation, while not so extensive, is still 
substantial enough to permit estimates within wider margins. It is Professor Walker's estimate, 
after having studied all the evidence, that communism in China, from the time of the first civil 
war (1927-36) until today has cost a minimum of 34 million lives and that the total may run as 
high as 64 million lives... 

In World War II ... the American and British press submitted to a kind of self-imposed 
censorship on all criticism of the Soviet regime. It proved to be only one short step from this 
self-censorship to the euphoric belief that if we continued to see no evil and speak no evil where 
our Soviet allies were concerned, we would win the trust and good will of the Soviet 
Government and pave the way to our peaceful cooperation in the postwar period. 

And so we closed our eyes to the historic record; and we closed our eyes to the massacre 
in the Katyn Forest, where the Soviets in cold blood murdered 10,000 POW Polish officers; and 
we closed our eyes to the Soviet betrayal of the Warsaw uprising... 

During the final days of the War in Europe it was in our power to take both Prague and 
Berlin -- but we abstained from doing so because it was feared that this would give offense to the 
Russians. It was these military failures, compounded by our diplomatic failures at Yalta and 
Potsdam, which turned the whole of Central Europe over to Communist rule.... 

This is the high price we have had to pay in Europe for failing to remember certain 
essential things about Soviet communism during the euphoria that characterized our World War 
II military alliance. 

In the Far East ... we made concessions at the expense of our Chinese allies to get Stalin 
into the war against Japan in the closing days -- to be exact, on August 8, 1945 .... [T]he Soviets, 
with virtually no fighting, were able to take the surrender of the 1,000,000-man Japanese 
Kwantung Army, with all of its arms and ammunition. History will record that the Soviet 
occupation of Manchuria and the massive quantities of arms and ammunitions which were turned 
over to the Chinese Communists by the Soviets, played a determining role in bringing the 
Communists to power in mainland China. And it is clear beyond dispute that if the Soviets had 
not occupied Northern Korea and imposed a puppet regime there, we would have had no Korean 
war. Finally, it is more than probable that there would have been no Vietnam war. 

The validity of these assertions is confirmed to the hilt in a remarkably frank article 
which appeared in a recent issue of World Marxist Review, international theoretical organ of 
Communist and Workers parties. This is what the article had to say on the decisive role played 
by the Soviet occupation of Manchuria in the Chinese Communist revolution: 

The Soviet victory in Manchuria had a direct bearing on the progress of the Chinese 
revolution. Kwangtung Army weapons and Manchuria's military-industrial facilities were turned 
over to the Chinese revolutionary forces. No less important for the victory of the national 
liberation movement in China was that Soviet political and diplomatic actions frustrated U.S. 
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imperialist and Kuomintang intentions of crashing the revolution. 

In autumn 1945 the Soviet Command in Manchuria denied Kuomintang troops landing 
facilities in Dairen (Port Dalny). Neither was the Kuomintang allowed to violate Point 4 of the 
agreement on Port Arthur, according to which defense of that naval fortress was entrusted to the 
USSR. This precluded U.S. and Kuomintang designs of using the Liaotuag Peninsula for hitting 
the revolutionary forces in Manchuria in the back. Dairen and Port Arthur, controlled by the 
Soviet Command, were support bases for the Chinese revolutionary forces. So much so that U.S. 
Admiral F. Sherman said in August 1945 that if the two ports had been open for American and 
Chiang Kai-shek troops, developments in post-war China would have taken an entirely different 
course. 

Manchuria and China's northern regions were the strategic area from which People's 
Liberation Army regulars ultimately mounted their swift offensive south, liberating the country, 
forcing the Kuomintang regime to flee, and compelling its imperialist patrons to withdraw. And 
none but a regular army could have crushed the Kuomintang troops, for the militia was no more 
than auxiliary in this effort, a reserve force that secured the PLA rear. 

The alliance of China's revolutionary forces with the Soviet Union and the world 
Communist movement contributed decisively to the victory of the Chinese revolution. 

** * * 

The Subcommittee on Internal Security is indebted to Professor Walker for a study which 
painstakingly details the many aspects of Chinese Communist inhumanity and amorality. It is a 
study of outstanding quality which should be read by everyone who seeks a balanced 
understanding of Chinese communism... 


The Human Cost of Communism in China 
by Richard L. Walker 


If the rains of Communism flood the world, humanity will drown. Would you understand 

me, dear friend, if I told you I saw an old woman weep because the sun had died in China? 
Stalinist China? 

On July 1, 1971, the Chinese Communist Party celebrated half a century of existence. 
These five turbulent decades have been filled with prodigious changes but also with weighty 
tragedy for great numbers of the inhabitants of the Middle Kingdom. It can be doubted whether 
the twelve young revolutionary idealists who gathered in a girls' school in Shanghai in 1921 to 
set their Party in motion could have foreseen the impact which their actions would have upon 
China. One of the twelve, Mao Tse-tung, was to occupy the center of the stage in the Chinese 
Communist movement for more than thirty-five years. During the period of protracted conflict 
which led the Communists to power, Mao was, in many respects, the Lenin of China. Shortly 
after accession as Chairman of the People's Republic of China in 1949, Mao's role seemed to 
take on more of the characteristics of a Stalin. 

This parallel with the Stalin era deserves our sober attention. Aspects of it are 
uncomfortably precise. There has been the same monumental inhumanity and the same 
commitment to political terror as a means of crushing the opposition. There is an aura of mystery 
surrounding the activities and whereabouts of the "great supreme commander"; the cult of 
personality has at times reached ridiculous extremes; his whims and arbitrary decisions have 
made his associates tremble and have caused untold suffering for his people. 

There has been the intellectual isolationism of his country, now a great bulwark and 
fortress for the spreading of his truth. And, above all, there has been distrust and suspicion 
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focused against the very people who could help to gain support for the leader and aid the 
progress of the country: the intellectuals and students. 

There is yet another aspect of the parallel between the Mao and Stalin periods deserving 
of attention -- the treatment of their rule among the scholars and journalists in the outside world. 
It is difficult for many to remember the praise heaped upon Stalin in the 1930's, but we are made 
acutely aware of the fascination with Chairman Mao, through a surfeit of scholarly and 
journalistic attention which helps to build his cult and his image as a sort of superman. It is not 
surprising that Stalin is still a great heroin Communist China. (His picture was prominently 
displayed in Peking on October 1, 1970, the twenty-first anniversary of the People's Republic of 
China.) 

For more than two decades, those few voices in the West who attempted to call attention 
to the realities of Stalin's terror were drowned out by the strident chords of praise sung by the 
"intellectuals" in the outside World who were fascinated with the grandiose experiments in the 
"land of Socialism." Those who called attention to the mass executions or to the facts of slave 
labor or to the incredible cost of collectivization were frequently ridiculed or demeaned; it was 
asserted they did not seem to understand that some sacrifices have to be made for revolutionary 
progress. Even the show trials of the great purges were pronounced as signs of growing 
democracy. Such myopia seems almost incredible to us today in the wake of subsequent 
revelations from the USSR itself, the outpourings of works like those of Solzhenitsyn, and the 
wealth of refugee testimony which became available after World War II... 

The Fifty Years 

On the eve of the final Communist victory in China in 1949, Mao Tse-tung paused on the 
twenty-eighth anniversary of the founding of the CCP to survey the past and plot the future. The 
first twenty-eight years had seen the Party single-mindedly, through reverses and successes, 
pursue its one overriding goal -- the capture of state power. In his commemorative work On the 
People's Democratic Dictatorship, Mao promised to continue in the path which had brought 
success. He warned that the "people's army, people's police, and people's courts" would be used 
to defend the dictatorship which was being established and to aid with the completion of the 
revolution. In this work Mao defined "the people" who were to be exercising the dictatorship as 
consisting of four classes; the peasants, the proletariat, the national bourgeoisie, and the petty 
bourgeoisie -- all under the leadership of the "working class and the Communist Party." All 
others were, in an Orwellian sense, "un-people." And he warned that the latter, whom he termed 
"reactionaries," were to have no rights and that if "they speak or act in an unruly way they will be 
promptly stopped and punished." 

The Chinese bourgeoisie, including the minor and front parties, who joined in support of 
the People's Republic of China, nursed hope for a mellowing of the Communists' attitude. Mao 
had, after all, promised that this first stage in his two-stage revolution "will be a considerably 
long one." Private businessmen knew that they would eventually be doomed in China under the 
Communists, but many anticipated a period of thirty to fifty years before Mao's brand of 
socialism would spell their doom. Many would have been wise to do as Mao did and survey the 
first twenty-eight years of the CCP, for the experiences of those years were to set the tone and 
the pattern of Chinese Communist revolutionary rule. They would have learned there was little 
hope for a liberal treatment from their new rulers. 

In one of his earliest published works in March 1927, Mao had warned: "a revolution is 
not a dinner party, or writing an essay, or painting a picture, or doing embroidery; it cannot be so 
refined, so leisurely and gentle, so temperate, kind, courteous, restrained and magnanimous." He 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


continued that for the revolution to succeed, "To put it bluntly, it is necessary to create terror for 
a while in every rural area ...." The leader of the Communist Party of China was a good Stalinist 
who believed in the efficacy of terror for the sake of the ultimate goal.... 

The high Chinese Communist Party leaders who sit down at convivial banquets with 
visiting Americans may be guilty of as great crimes against humanity and their own people as 
were Hitler and Stalin and their followers. In the case of Chou and Mao, their commitment to 
their Communist faith has been one of more than a half century, and in its name they have not 
hesitated to commit any act. They consider themselves to have been vindicated by history and 
their success; thus those who would deal with them can hardly expect that they have "softened" 
or have changed their goals or perspectives... 

The Chinese Communist path to power included an initial "united front" with the 
Nationalists (1924-27) during which a military and political campaign was launched to wrest the 
country from the hands of the warlords; the breakdown of the front and resultant civil war 
(1927-36) which included the Nationalist military campaigns against Mao's headquarters in 
Southeast China; and finally the "Long March" of 1934-35 to the Communist headquarters in 
Northwest where, from 1936 throughout World War II, Mao directed his separate forces which 
were once again nominally in a second "united front" with the Nationalists (1936-45). Then came 
the second civil war of the Chinese Communist drive for power (1945-49)... 

The Early Years 

In 1949 the Chinese people were indeed deserving of peace and an opportunity to unify 
and reconstruct their ravaged country. The more than two decades of Communist power, 
however, have brought no surcease to struggle, violence, warfare, or misery for China. There 
have been external wars...; there have been formidable conflicts with areas where minority 
nationalities are situated, particularly in Tibet where hostilities assumed major proportions in 
1959 and have been continuing sporadically since; there have been the struggles waged in the 
wake of the Cultural Revolution, such as that in Kwangsi in the summer of 1968 where an 
estimated 50,000 were killed in the city of Wuchow alone. 

But perhaps even more tragic has been the pattern of rule which Mao and his fellow 
Communists have used to bring about political control of the Chinese people and the 
development of power for the Chinese state. Since 1949 China has been subjected to a pattern of 
wave after wave of mass campaigns breaking upon the countryside and only gradually receding. 
These campaigns, sometimes overlapping, have followed each other in such a way as to allow 
few moments of calm. Mao has indeed been a proponent of permanent revolution. Each of these 
campaigns has claimed millions of victims; all have been infused with the Maoist belief in the 
desirability of struggle and the necessity for violence; some have resulted in large-scale purges or 
the elimination of whole groupings within the society. 

The naming of some of these campaigns is enough to evoke apprehension among 
refugees in Hong Kong, where a minimum of two million Chinese have moved to escape from 
Chinese Communist rule. 

There was the Agrarian Reform of 1949-52 which brought about the execution of several 
million landlords. 

Then came the campaign against counterrevolutionaries of 1951-52 during the first 
twelve months of which it was estimated that one and one-half million were executed. 

The 3-anti and 5-anti campaigns of 1951-53 purged the business, finance and industrial 
circles with executions and a wave of suicides. All of these were linked to bandit suppression 
campaigns from 1949 to 1956. 
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In connection with the purge of Kao Kang and Jao Shu-shih in 1955, Mao launched yet 
another campaign against "hidden counterrevolutionaries" in 1955. Following this, he moved on 
yet another front with a drive for collectivization of the peasants in "agricultural producers' 
cooperatives" which he demanded be completed by the end of the First Stalin-type Five-Year 
Plan (1953-57). It was at the end of this period that he finally persuaded the intellectuals and 
others who had joined in the united front of 1949 to speak up and voice criticisms in the spring 
of 1957. Their vehemence against the Communist Party and Mao's leadership resulted in an 
Anti-rightist campaign which terrorized China during the ninth and tenth years of Communist 
rule, and fused into the "Great Leap" of 1958-1959. 

This first decade of Communist rule in China may be forgotten in the West -- after all, we 
have short memories, a fact on which Communist leaders have frequently traded -- but the 
Chinese people have not forgotten their leaders' capacity to carry through the combination 
purge-drive which can infuse the population with that terror which Mao had early on decided 
was a prerequisite for effective rule. Perhaps the following three excerpts -- three of thousands 
available but possibly forgotten -- can help explain why this is the case. 

Mass Executions Of The Early Period 

Millions were executed in the immediate post-power seizure period in Communist China. 
Many of the executions took place after mass public trials, in which the assembled crowds, 
whipped up to a frenzy by planted agitators, called invariably for the death penalty and for no 
mercy for the accused. During this early period, Mao and his colleagues made no effort to 
conceal the violent course being followed. On the contrary, the most gruesome and detailed 
accounts were printed in the Communist press and broadcast over the official radio for the 
purpose of amplifying the condition of mass terror the trials were clearly intended to induce. 

The first example below is of public trials which took place in Peking (as, indeed, in all 
major cities in mainland China) during the spring of 1951. It is taken from the China Missionary 
Bulletin, a Hong Kong monthly, of May, 1951, and quotes extensively from the official Chinese 
Communist sources: 

Mass Murders In Peking 

The bloody terrorism erupted in Peking on March 24 and 25, and was imitated 
immediately by other large cities. A terrifying mass display was staged on the 24th of March 
under the slumbering trees of the Central Park in Peking. According to the Communist report, 
more than 5,000 people were present, representatives of political parties, of factories, 
commercial firms, religions, schools, etc. The band of "anti-revolutionaries," those to be 
executed, were led to the meeting to be charged publicly. Thus the typical K'ung su hui, so 
widespread in the countryside, appeared in a slightly different guise in the large cities. 

Here, instead of accusations arising from the masses, they were made by the Mayor of 
Peking and the various department heads of the city government. With each speech the bitter 
hatred was blown more white hot. In all, the meeting lasted almost five hours. At the end the 
Mayor of Peking, P'ang Cheu, again stood before the emotionally worked up audience and in a 
dramatic speech asked them to pass sentence: "Comrades, what should we do with all these 
criminals, bandits, secret agents, evil landlords, heads of reactionary Taoist sect organisers?" 

The crowd unanimously roared "Shoot them." 

The Mayor continued: "Should we have mercy on them?" 

"No Mercy," -- the crowd shouted back. 

The Mayor commented: "Truly, no mercy for them. If we would pardon them, that would 
be a sin on the part of the Government." 
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The next question was: "Ts it cruelty to execute all these criminals?" 

The answer came back: "It is not cruelty." 

The Mayor commented: "Truly it is not cruelty. It is mercy. We are protecting the lives of 
the people whom they harm." 

The last question was put: "Comrades, are they right or are we right?" 

And the last answer: "We are right," started the cheering for the Mayor and Mao 
Tse-tung. 

The Mayor concluded: "We are here representing the people. It is our duty to do the will 
of the people. We suppress the anti-revolutionaries. This act we perform according to the law. 
Those who have to be killed, we kill. In cases where we could kill or not, we do not kill. But when 
it has to be killing, we kill .... Now you all want them to be suppressed. Tomorrow the Court will 
pronounce the judgment and they will be executed." (Jen Min Daily, March 25, 1951). 

The next day a big meeting was held outside the city walls (although it is not clear who 
were present) and the executions took place and were broadcast over the radio. (Jen Min Daily, 
April 3). 

The second example comes from an official Chinese Communist book distributed in 
English to the outside world in 1951. It is Peking's version of one of the trials of the "landlords" 
whom Mao had decreed should be eliminated as a class. The executions of many innocents in the 
countryside were also accomplished through mass meetings and demonstrations. 

With raised fists, the audience below shouted in one voice, "Down with reactionary 
landlords! .... We demand that Peng Ehr-hu be shot!"... 

The masses again shouted in unison. "Down with criminal landlords who hide and 
disperse their properties!" "Long live the unity of the peasants!" 

It had started raining. But the tense atmosphere did not in any way lessen.... 

By four o'clock over 20 peasants had poured out their grievances from the platform. 
Mass sentiment had surged to the boiling point. Over and above there was a curious hush of 
expectancy. Not one person left or took shelter in spite of the terrific downpour. 

(Then the people's tribunal met to deliberate.) 

"Peasant comrades? The judge's voice was grave. "We have just heard some of the 
accusations made by local peasants. From these accusations, it ought to be clear to everyone 
how the landlord class has always worked hand in glove with the enemy of the peasants -- 
whether it was Japanese imperialism or the KMT (Kuomintang) -- to oppress the peasants 
themselves. The same motive has prompted them to act as fawning lackeys to American 
imperialism, since American imperialism is directly opposite to the people's interests too. 

"Our verdicts on the three criminal landlords are as follows: ... Pen Yin-ting, age 49, 
native of Hsinlu Village, has caused the deaths of patriotic youths during the Resistance War. 
After liberation he organized supersititous societies and spread rumours to delude the public. 
Also he has hidden firearms with the intent to plan for an uprising. The sentence for him is -- 
death. Do you all agree?" 

The sound of applause that came from below the platform was deafening... 

With one arm sheltering his tear-stained face, Pen Yin-ting was hurried along... When 
Grandma Li, with her bony fist clenched, edged her way through the crowds and tried to hit him 
on the shoulder, the guards immediately stopped her. A cordon was quickly formed by them 
around the prisoners as more blows were about to shower from all directions... 

The prisoners were escorted to the graveyard south of the temple. From the back of the 
graveyard came the sound of several shots. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


The sound shrilly pierced through the thick, noisy atmosphere enveloping Huiling hsiang. 
Sighs of relief were heaved as justice was meted out to the convicted. 

"Down with the reactionary landlords!" 

"Long live the emancipation of the peasants!" 

"Long live the Communist party!" 

"Long live Chairman Mao Tse-tung!" 

The masses, for the first time freed from their dread and restraints, let out these slogans 
with a voice stronger than ever. 

The third account of the mass executions which have characterized communist rule is of 
particular significance because it was written by one of the leaders who initially participated in 
Mao's coalition government and after several years escaped to Hong Kong. 

The gates of the Bureau of Public Security opened, and out came a police truck with 
about twenty policemen standing on it, guns in hand, followed by twenty-odd trucks carrying 
prisoners and four police guards each. The trucks went slowly past our hostel, and I saw that 
every prisoner had been stripped to his pants and had his wrists tied behind his back. They were 
crouching on the trucks, still and lifeless, and at first glance, gave one the impression of so many 
pigs going to slaughter. The loudspeakers began to boom, "Shoot the counterrevolutionaries" 
and the crowd shouted and clapped. All around me, people were calmly chatting and laughing. 
After the trucks went by, the huge crowd closed in after them and followed them to the execution 
ground. 

That day, more than four hundred so-called counterrevolutionaries were shot. I did not 
go to the execution ground, but I was told that the place was packed, and that after each 
execution, the crowd, under direction, applauded. 

That night, I borrowed a copy of Dickens' A Tale of Two Cities from another member of 
the Mission who happened to be a writer. As I read, I could understand why it was possible for 
the French to derive pleasure from killing. They hated the French aristocracy. But what I had 
seen that day was different. The masses had no quarrel with those who were executed, yet they 
shouted and applauded the Government-sponsored massacre. I think in their hearts they must 
have been frightened. 

The Campaigns Of The Second Decade 

The second decade of Chinese Communist rule began in the midst of the most grandiose 
of all Mao Tse-tung's campaigns, the "Great Leap Forward" of 1958-60. This mobilized tens of 
millions of the Chinese to smelt iron in primitive and ineffective backyard furnaces (a testament 
of the Chairman's ignorance of the modern scientific world) and sought to push the Chinese 
peasants into communal-type militarized living, replete with, in some cases, separation of sexes 
and families, communal dining halls, and abandonment of all personal and family items. The 
human cost of this grandiose Maoist scheme in terms of wasted energy and resources, suffering, 
and death can probably never be reckoned. Not surprisingly, even this found apologists in the 
West, including Edgar Snow, who claimed that the movement was spontaneous and voluntary on 
the part of the Chinese peasantry and people and that it was a success in terms of teaching 
modernization as well as productivity.... 

The aftermath of the failure of the Great Leap led to numerous campaigns from 1960 to 
1964 during which the Party sought to restore order and discipline by making "everyone a 
soldier." Numerous soldier heroes, willing to brave hardships to "serve the people," were 
extolled for the benefit of young people from the towns and cities who were dispatched to the 
countryside or out to the frontier areas. This latter program, which was once again in full swing 
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beginning in 1968, has seen millions of youth sent from their homes to areas which can barely 
sustain the present population. 

In 1965-66 Mao launched yet another great campaign, the Great Proletarian Cultural 
Revolution, which lasted until 1969. This, too, brought in its wake executions, purges, and terror. 

This brief recounting of the Maoist "rule by drives" is enough to make one marvel at the 
resilience of the Chinese people. Already in 1959 there were estimates that the first decade of the 
People's Republic of China had brought the extermination of thirty million people. The 
additional cost in casualties and suffering since the Great Leap Forward and the Cultural 
Revolution have yet to be measured. 

Some Reservations 

Such figures as those cited above, even though some of them are based upon official 
statements by leaders in Peking, can only be rough guesses at best. In his report to the National 
People's Congress on June 26, 1957, for example, Chou En-lai stated that since 1949, of the 
counterrevolutionaries captured, only 16 percent had been executed, 42 percent were sent to 
labor camps, and 32 percent had been placed under surveillance. Official estimates of the number 
of counterrevolutionaries "deactivated" before that time ranged in millions, but, except for a brief 
period in 1951, Peking has refrained from giving figures. Four of the six regional leaders of the 
Great Administrative Areas into which the PRC was initially divided stated that, in the early 
period of the campaign against "native bandits" and conterrevolutionaries in the areas, 1,176,000 
had been liquidated. But one can wonder even at these figures. 

As the foregoing indicates, the past half century has been one of almost continuous 
warfare, and the costs of war are hard to measure -- squandered energies and resources can never 
be fully accounted for; postponement of necessary social and economic measures can cause 
undue burdens for future generations. Heartache and separation come at a high price. In the case 
of casualty figures in China, they are generally imprecise, and contending sides have not avoided 
the usual practice of inflating them when it suits a purpose at hand. 

China tends to be so vast a subject and the numbers of people involved so overwhelming 
that we all too frequently forget the human equation. When figures are in the millions, there can 
be a tendency to forget that the subject is humanity rather than the latest figure on steel 
production. The millions of Jews exterminated by the Nazis were thinking, loving, emoting, 
creative beings. The millions who died at the hands of Stalin partook of the same characteristics 
-- they, too, were human. So also have been the victims of Mao's and his comrades' attempt to 
mould Chinese civilization into the framework of his dogma. 

An attempt to assess the cost in casualties of the Communist movement in China is 
obviously fraught with uncertainty. With regard to China there is just so much that we do not 
know and can never know. Not only is there an inconsistency in Communist figures, but 
estimates from the outside world vary greatly. Then, too, there are a number of other 
imponderables: How many Allied troops died in World War II, for example, because Chinese 
Nationalists and Communists had committed troops against each other or because Mao's policy 
was to use only ten percent of his forces and energy against the Japanese? Or, how many of the 
34,000 U.S. war dead in Korea are a direct or indirect cost of communism in China? 

The following table offers in extremely rough form possible parameters of the estimates 
of the direct cost in human lives occasioned by the movement which Mao and eleven others 
started in 1921 to "liberate" the Chinese people. It is entirely possible that a reasonable estimate 
would be that the figure approaches fifty million Chinese -- also members of the human race. 

The question which must concern us also is not whether this or that figure is exaggerated, 
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but the extent to which mass unstructured killings have been and continue to be a part of the 
mode of rule in Communist China. The table should at the very least give some pause to those 
who would wrap this kind of injustice in the dirty linen of expediency, of necessity, to use 
Howard Fast's language. 

What sort of rule is this which occasions the execution of untold numbers of young 
people, such as those whose bodies floated into Hong Kong in 1968 and again in 1970? Where is 
the consistency of apologists who maintain that the rule of Mao has brought new spirit to China, 
and then argue about the disfigured, tortured and bound bodies floating into Hong Kong, that the 
Chinese have always been that way? 

It is worth remembering that at the very moment in June 1971, when reporters were 
commenting on Mao Tse-tung's creation of the new Chinese man (see, for example, Seymour 
Topping's dispatches in the New York Times), troops of the People's Liberation Army were 
machine-gunning scores of their fellow Chinese who were attempting to escape to Hong Kong 
from Mao's new paradise. Many of the youths drowned in the attempt, and others -- the few -- 
who made it told stories which were reported in the Hong Kong press, but were omitted in the 
euphoria that surrounded the first American direct access to Communist China for journalists and 
a few specialists in more than two decades. The number of casualties occasioned by attempts to 
flee China, though not included in the preceding table, cannot be considered insignificant. 

* * * 

If the outside world cannot learn that the Chinese Communist leaders are indeed a 
remarkable group of "true believers" in their doctrines, if we are prone to forget or ignore their 
history and their past actions, if we do not exercise the wisdom which can point toward the day 
when the Chinese people can abandon class struggle and revolutionary world violence as the 
path to their modernization, then the human cost of Communism in China, detailed in the pages 
above, will, in all probability, mount very much higher. 


CASUALTIES TO COMMUNISM IN CHINA 


Range of Estimates 


1. First Civil War (1927-36) 

2. Fighting during Sino-Japanese War (1937-45) 
3. Second Civil War (1945-49) 

4. Land reform prior to "Liberation" 

5 

6 

7 


. Political Liquidation Campaigns (1949-58) 30,000,000 
. Korean war 500,000 1,234,000 
. The "Great Leap Forward" and the Communes 1,000,000 2,000,000 
8. Struggles with minority nationalities, 
including Tibet 500,000 1,000,000 
9. The "Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution" 
and its aftermath 250,000 500,000 
10. Deaths in forced labor camps and 
frontier development 15,000,000 25,000,000 
Total 34,300,000 63,784,000 
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From the good to the bad and ugly 


The Best Editorial Cartoons of the Year: 1986 Edition. 
Edited by Charles Brooks. Foreword by Congressman Jack Kemp, Pelican Publishing 
Company, Inc., 1101 Monroe Street, Gretna, Louisiana 70053. 160 pages, $9.95, Paperbound. 


The 1986 edition of The Best Editorial Cartoons of the Year offers a pictorial history of 
1985 as presented by more than 130 of the leading cartoonists from the United States and 
Canada. Some 350 cartoons allow the reader to relive the year's history-making events, including 
the resignation of David Stockman, the hijacking of the Trans World Airline flight to Rome, the 
sinking of the Greenpeace ship Rainbow Warrior, the November summit meeting, the AIDS 
scare and controversy, and the Supreme Court strike-down of an Alabama law to include a 
moment for meditation and voluntary prayer in the public schools. 

The editor, Charles Brooks, is past president of the Association of American Editorial 
Cartoonists and was editorial cartoonist for the Birmingham News for 36 years until his recent 
retirement. Brooks was himself a winner of the Sigma Delta Chi Award for Best Editorial 
Cartoon in 1959. 

This year's edition, the fourteenth, opens with a foreword by Congressman Jack Kemp 
(R-NY), who is often the subject of political cartoons. Kemp gets to the heart of the matter by 
quoting political strongman Boss Tweed, who -- complaining about the work of the most famous 
of political cartoonists, Thomas Nast -- said: "Most of my people can't read or write but, hell, 
they can look at the pictures." Boss Tweed realized the importance that the pen-wielding Nast 
had in the image-building of public figures of the day. It was Thomas Nast who created our 
modern-day Santa Claus as well as the symbols for the Republican and Democratic political 
parties: the elephant and the donkey. Those images were inked a century ago and yet are as clear 
and well-known as ever. 

The political cartoonist carries a lot of clout with his impact upon public opinion on a 
myriad of subjects. Just one small drawing can capture the mood of a people, the highlight of a 
national event, or the passing fads and fancies of an era. Very few commentaries can be more 
poignant, more concise, or more hard-hitting than when expressed as a political cartoon. To 
illustrate the importance of the editorial cartoon in the preservation of a free press, Kemp notes 
that "no one has ever seen a cartoon poking fun at Mikhail Gorbachev in Pravda or Krokodil, 
and that fact speaks volumes about the Soviet system." 

Certainly, we have been allowed several belly-laughs at the expense of our politicians 
and government officials. The resignation of David Stockman as Director of the Office of 
Management and Budget came following months of artistic skewering by the cartoonists, and 
President Reagan's health bouts opened the doors to a flood of comments of a very personal 
nature. The caricatures that followed the scandals in Defense Department spending included 
likenesses of the three stooges as well as so many suckling pigs feeding from "sow" Ronald 
Reagan. Freedom is exhibited in print. 

The satirical poking that these cartoons offer is enjoyable -- sometimes down-right funny, 
occasionally shocking, and often thought-provoking. Each illustration offers more than any 
thousand words could. But the impressions created aren't always accurate. Tom Meyer's 
portrayal, for instance, of the "AIDS hysteria" minimized the threat of what is a terminal, 
incurable disease about which little is known. The image conveyed can have far-reaching and 
potentially dangerous consequences by providing a false security about a deadly disease. Hy 
Rosen's picturesque backdrop for the November summit meeting of President Ronald Reagan 
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with Soviet General Secretary Mikhail Gorbachev leads one to believe that all can be solved with 
simple heart-felt conversation. (This particular viewpoint is mirrored in the editor's summary of 
the event: "The two leaders spent much more time than planned in private talks, an indication 
that both men genuinely want to come to a better understanding and reduce the threat of nuclear 
war.") Both examples demonstrate the fact that, although the cartoonists may truly take an 
insightful look at the issues, they may also express a naive opinion. 

Fortunately, deeper understanding is not always lacking. Andy Donato's subtle message 
demonstrates a keen insight indeed. That very special hairline and cherub-like smile tell it all. 
The development of the assertion that the Soviets have a vested interest in Africa might prove 
voluminous, but Donato put it best when he said nothing at all. 

There are illustrations that inspire a "hurrah!" Such is the case with Jerry Barnett's 
rendition of Uncle Sam grabbing those black crow hijackers. But "hurrahs" can often be a matter 
of wishful thinking when administration policies don't always have the bite that the bark would 
indicate. 

For the failure to achieve genuine tax reform, cartoonists have attacked Congress, 
President Reagan, heavy-handed lobbyists, and special interest groups (depicted as sharks), but 
there are no answers provided in the five pages of tax reform editorial pictorials. That's one of 
the best points about political cartoons as far as the authors are concerned: There don't have to be 
any answers. The stumbling blocks are identified, the fingers are pointed, but that is all that is 
required. 

The views represented in The Best Editorial Cartoons of the Year are diverse and 
represent almost every part of the political spectrum. If one were to critique the book on the 
artistic quality or political statements of its contents, there would surely be a great deal to 
criticize: The cartoons chosen range from the good to the bad and ugly. 

But the book does offer a humorous, delightful, maddening, and outrageous smorgasbord 
of drawings that exploit the fallacies, truths, and dangers of the issues at hand. Each picture lends 
itself to a complete essay on the topic concerned. A balance between conservative and liberal 
ideologies was not achieved. Some minor issues have been made major -- a reflection of the 
media at large, perhaps. 

Instead of The Best Editorial Cartoons of the Year, a more appropriate and accurate title 
would have been A Sampling of the Cartoons of the Year. Nevertheless, as a topical yearbook 
and as entertainment, we recommend this book. 

-- MELANIE SHIFFERT 


ENTREPRENEUR Mixed 
Results in South Asia 


Political turmoil overshadows experiments with free enterprise 


After decades of worshipping at the altar of socialism and sacrificing the economic 
well-being of their people, four countries in South Asia have begun to move away from the 
public sector and toward private enterprise in order to revitalize their dying economies. "Each 
state is enhancing the role of the private sector by deregulating or decentralizing administrative 
procedures, reducing trade barriers, loosening credit controls, trimming subsidies, and 
experimenting with privatization," says a Heritage Foundation Backgrounder that surveyed 
economic conditions in India, Bangladesh, Pakistan, and Sri Lanka. 

The results thus far have been mixed, according to James A. Phillips, a senior policy 
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analyst at the Heritage Foundation and the author of the Backgrounder. He said that "Sri Lanka 
has made major gains, India seems poised for a significant leap ahead, Bangladesh has made 
moderate progress, but Pakistan appears to be back-pedaling away from the bold free-market 
reforms outlined by [Finance Minister] Mahbubul al-Haq." The main problems in all four 
nations, said Phillips, are "the state bureaucracies and protected firms that have profited from 
government regulation of the economy." 

Another significant obstacle to economic development in the region is the political 
turmoil that affects the countries individually and collectively. India not only has to deal with 
Sikh extremists in the northern state of Punjab, but it is on shaky terms with its three neighbors. 
Bangladesh remains under martial law after last month's elections were marred by violence and 
stolen ballot boxes. President Mohammad Zia ul-Haq of Pakistan, already troubled by three 
million refugees from Soviet-occupied Afghanistan, is threatened by the return of Benazir 
Bhutto, daughter of the man Zia overthrew in 1977 and executed in 1979. And Sri Lanka is being 
called "the Lebanon of South Asia" after two terror bombings last month that were blamed on the 
Tamil guerrillas who are demanding a separate state in the northern and eastern sections of the 
island nation formerly known as Ceylon. 

India 

In fiscal 1986, the Indian economy grew about five percent, a significant improvement 
over the average growth rate of 3.6 percent during the previous 34 years. This growth was due in 
part to Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi's 1985 tax reform package that cut income taxes from a top 
rate of 62 percent to 50 percent, the wealth tax from five percent to two percent, and the 
corporation tax from 55 percent to 50 percent. The rate reductions actually increased revenues 
from all collected taxes by 22 percent. 

Prime Minister Gandhi has also slashed business regulations and given tax incentives to 
small industrial manufacturers, but he still must contend with what James Phillips calls "the vast 
army of 16 million bureaucrats that run the public sector and regulate the private sector," as well 
as "the radical left of the Congress Party." These forces will make very difficult even his 
piecemeal attempts to reform the Indian economy. 

Bangladesh 

Under the leadership of President H.M. Ershad, who came to power early in 1982, 
Bangladesh has begun to move away from the socialist economic policies established when it 
gained independence from Pakistan in 1972. Ershad's New Industrial Policy of 1982 has led to 
private investment by domestic and foreign firms, denationalization of banking, and increasing 
privatization of the jute and textile industries, the national airline, shipping lines, and the 
telephone system. However, the pace of reform is slowing, said James Phillips, as "uncertainties 
about political stability cloud the willingness of businessmen to invest in the private sector." 

Pakistan 

With a series of good harvests, remittance money from Pakistanis working in the Persian 
Gulf, substantial American military and economic aid, and an improved climate for private 
enterprise, Pakistan is in a position to make economic gains this year. However, the demotion in 
January of Mahbubul al-Haq from Finance Minister to the Planning Ministry could sidetrack 
progress. Though a critic of free enterprise when he worked for the World Bank, Haq early in 
1985 "became an enthusiastic booster of privatization," according to the Heritage Backgrounder. 
"He proposed a development strategy designed to 'unshackle the national economy from the 
tyranny of economic controls.’ He pushed for the liberation of the private sector and the 
decentralization of decision-making in the public sector." 
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The departure of Haq and the return of Benazir Bhutto, who is hoping to be another Cory 

Aquino, add to the uncertainty of the situation in Pakistan. 
Sri Lanka 

The coming to power of J.R. Jayewardene's United National Party in the 1977 elections 
ended an era of widespread socialism in Sri Lanka and ushered in economic reforms that nearly 
doubled the gross domestic product from 4.2 percent in 1977 to 8.2 percent in 1978. The GDP 
averaged 5.5 percent annually to 1983 and was five percent in 1984, according to James Phillips. 
He said that lifting price controls, reducing personal and corporate taxes, creating a free-trade 
zone near Colombo for modern export industries, and privatizing the telecommunications system 
and several nationalized companies caused the government's share of the economy to fall "from 
70 percent in 1976 to less than 35 percent in 1985." 

However, this relative prosperity is jeopardized by the increasing violence between the 
country's Buddhist Sinhalese majority and its predominantly Hindu Tamil minority. About 3,000 
people have died since the bloody riots of 1983 and this has caused a sharp falloff in the once 
booming tourist industry. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


ENTREPRENEUR The Difference a 
Free Economy Makes 


The geographical distance separating Free China and Communist China is small -- about 
100 miles of water. The economic distance between them, however, is immense. Although Free 
China occupies only 14,000 square miles on Taiwan and has a population of about 19 million -- 
compared to Red China's 3.7 million square miles and one billion people -- the inhabitants of the 
island nation enjoy an annual per capita income of almost $3,200, eight times that of their 
suffering countrymen on the Communist-controlled mainland. 

Living under a free economy that has grown an average of nine percent a year over the 
past three decades, the people of Free China have one of the highest standards of living in Asia. 
Things like televisions and refrigerators, which are seldom seen on the mainland, are virtually 
everywhere in Taiwan. The people are well-educated, with one-fourth of the population in 
school, and well-fed, with agricultural production up some 200 percent since 1952. 

Even more impressive is the industrial and technological progress in Taiwan. Its leading 
industries include chemicals, construction, electronics and home appliances, food processing, 
metals, petroleum and petrochemicals, and textiles. Annual foreign trade is nearing $60 billion, 
one-third of that with the United States, and the foreign exchange holdings of all Republic of 
China financial institutions hit $28 billion last November. 

Asked a few years ago how Taiwan was able to provide its people with such a high 
standard of living, Mayor Lee Teng-hui of Taipei replied: "The system encourages our people to 
work. There is no magic formula; it is the product of free people at work." Echoing Lee earlier 
this year was Republic of China President Chiang Ching-kuo, who said that the so-called 
"Taiwan miracle" was not a miracle, but rather the result of "the combined will, intelligence, 
sweat, and toil of our government and people. It was achieved by good leadership, constant 
effort, and hard, dedicated work." 

Chiang might also have added that the progress has continued in the face of a diplomatic 
isolation that began on January 1, 1979, when the United States derecognized Free China and 
granted full diplomatic ties to the Communist regime in Peking. (Only two dozen countries 
currently have diplomatic relations with Taiwan, although more than 140 carry on trade and 
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cultural relations with the government in Taipei.) In April, 1979, the U.S. Congress passed the 
Taiwan Relations Act, promising to provide Free China with defensive weapons and to "resist 
any resort to force or other forms of coercion that would jeopardize the security, or the social or 
economic system, of the people of Taiwan." The act also created a non-governmental 
organization, the American Institute in Taiwan, to maintain ties of commerce and culture 
between the two governments. 

While the building of a prosperous and harmonious society in Taiwan has been 
proceeding with very little media coverage, slight economic changes in Communist China have 
been hailed far and wide as signaling an end to 36 years of Marxist-Leninist policies that have 
kept the mainland one of the most backward countries in Asia. The media praise has continued 
even though Red China's Deng Xiaoping said over a year ago that his country was not going to 
"turn capitalist" and that the purpose of the relaxed economic policies was to enhance socialism 
and its "ultimate goal of attaining Communism." 

The main cause of Red China's economic problems has been the socialist system of 
central planning adopted from the Soviet Union. The introduction of some privatization of 
production and marketing of agricultural commodities has caused some improvement in 
economic conditions. But it will take a new system, based on a free economy, rather than minor 
adjustments to a socialist system that has proven to be a failure, to give the people of Communist 
China a chance at the standard of living achieved in Free China. 

American companies, pushed by the U.S. government and prompted by visions of 
lucrative new markets, are now making considerable investments in Red China. These firms, 
however, are running into a lot of unexpected difficulties. Their problems include inflated labor 
costs, retroactive road taxes, doubling of fees, exorbitant rents, taxes that vary from 20 percent 
per shipment one month to 60 percent the next month, and lengthy production delays. 

Nearly three million people have fled the Communist mainland since 1949, many of them 
by swimming four miles through shark-infested and gunboat-patrolled waters to Hong Kong. 
They have been seeking the free and prosperous environment that is available in Taiwan and that 
President Chiang has called "a shining beacon of hope for all the Chinese." The beacon of 
freedom in Taiwan shines brighter every day and offers a stark contrast to the poverty, 
persecution, and purges imposed on the mainland by the Red regime in Peking. 

-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


VIEWPOINT/ Doug 
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widely distributed. In 1952 the top one-fifth of the ROC's population earned 15 times as much as 
the least affluent quintile, but by 1983 that ratio had fallen to only 4.36. 

And by almost every other measure the island nation's progress has been equally 
dramatic. Longevity, health care and education, nutrition -- the Taiwan of today barely resembles 
the country that was launched in 1949 after the Communist takeover of the mainland. 

Of course, the ROC has not yet fully entered the ranks of the developed states; a car is 
still beyond the reach of the average family and housing is not spacious by Western standards. 
But Taiwan's people have escaped the desperate poverty and stagnation that seem endemic 
throughout the Third World. 

While doing well through international trade, the ROC has done good for others. For the 
productive Taiwanese people have enriched the rest of the world, especially the citizens of the 
United States, the ROC's top trading partner. 

The Impact on America 

Most obviously, inexpensive imports benefit American consumers. But Taiwanese 
products also help U.S. industry hold down costs and remain competitive internationally; 
moreover, domestic firms invest and manage best when pressed by vigorous competitors. 

Unfortunately, a demagogic Congress and misinformed public have tended to focus on 
the U.S./ROC trade deficit -- some $10 billion last year. Yet bilateral figures are meaningless: 
most countries have deficits with some nations and surpluses with others. 

Indeed, despite the negative connotations of the term "deficit," the term only means that 
We have received more in goods and services than we have provided. The difference is made up 
with pieces of paper that have no value, other than to be eventually traded for American goods 
and services. 

A trade surplus, on the other hand, means a transfer of real resources out of the economy. 
Indeed, the ROC considers its positive balance to be "a headache and a problem," in the words of 
Chao Yao-ton, chairman of the ROC's Economic Planning and Development Council. He fears 
that the billions in accumulated foreign exchange will stoke protectionist fires abroad and 
inflationary fires at home. 

So the professed policy of the Tatwan government is to encourage U.S. imports. "As a 
special consideration to the United States, we have agreed to open our market," says Ding 
Motu-shih, the ROC vice-foreign minister. 

In fact, Taiwan still maintains many barriers to American imports. But the overall level of 
protectionism is, if anything, less than in the United States. 

Undoing Their Duties 

Over the last seven years the ROC has cut duties on 468 items and placed 15 others on 
the duty-free list. And last month consultations began between the two countries -- through 
intermediaries, since the United States and the ROC no longer have formal diplomatic ties -- 
over some 30 new areas of American concern. 

Expanding economic relations are in both nations' interests. While the Reagan 
Administration should continue to press the Republic of China to further open its markets, it 
must resist the protectionist panaceas circulating in Congress. For they threaten to derail 
America's new boom as well as Taiwan's economic miracle. 


The author is a syndicated columnist. 
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VIEWPOINT/ Don 
Feder 
ABC and the Reconstruction of History 


What Sherman visited on Georgia, ABC did to Civil War history with its mini-series 
(maxi-travesty) "North and South, Book II." The television adaptation of John Jakes' bestseller, 
Love and War, could more aptly have been called "Lust and Gore." 

The characters were not real people from the Civil War era (with the complex and 
fascinating emotions and ideas of the times) but denizens of "Dallas" and "Dynasty," dressed up 
in hoop skirts and frock coats, transported to plantation and battlefield sets. 

The plot, if it could be dignified by such a designation, was a transparent excuse for a 
maximum amount of copulation, violence and melodrama. There was at least one flesh-on-flesh 
episode in each 12-minute segment. 

The amount of fornication that transpired during the series would make a Bourbon Street 
brothel seem a convent by comparison. There was even a bodice-ripping scene on a battlefield, 
with piles of corpses as a Freudian backdrop to the tryst. 

If the Civil War really was like this, where did anyone find the time or energy to fight? 
The convoluted story-line had more intrigue than a Byzantine banquet. The lead characters were 
George Hazard, a Northern industrialist, and Orry Main, a Southern plantation owner -- friends 
from West Point days. George becomes a Union general, is captured and later interned in a 
Confederate prison camp, where he's tortured by a sadistic commandant, played by a hilariously 
miscast Wayne (red roses for a black and blue prisoner?) Newton. 

Back on the home front, Brother Stanley, a war profiteer, is selling defective cannons to 
the Army, and conniving to make George the fall guy. Younger brother Billy, also in the Union 
Army, is married to Orry's sister, Brett. Sister Virgilia, an abolitionist, was married to a runaway 
slave from Orry's plantation, who was killed fighting for John Brown (Book I). At the outset of 
the war, she joins the nursing corps but leaves, after being accused of murdering a wounded 
Confederate soldier, to become the mistress of a radical Republican congressman. 

Orry, a general and aide to Confederate President Jefferson Davis, weds beautiful 
Southern Belle Madeline, whom he had rescued from her first husband, a cruel planter. Madeline 
later leaves Orry, to protect his reputation, when it's disclosed she has "Negro blood." Orry's 
sister Ashton, who makes Alexis of "Dynasty" look compassionate, spends the series forging 
new frontiers in adultery, and plotting the downfall of all the d&n (decent and noble) characters. 

Confused? Be grateful you didn't have to sit through this consciousness-corroding drivel 
for 12 hours, frantically trying to follow the plot. One could reasonably assume it's impossible 
for television to do better. Perhaps limitations inherent in the nature of the medium necessitate 
brief action sequences (which appeal to viewers with prurient interests and short attention spans) 
and a paucity of intellectual content. 

Happily, this thesis is refuted by another series, currently running on PBS, concerning the 
17th-Century English Civil War. While no fan of public broadcasting (its political coverage is 
biased in the extreme), I must admit that this "Masterpiece Theatre" series amply demonstrates 
the capacity of television to dramatize history without floating away on a sea of soap bubbles. 
Characters in "By The Sword Divided" are authentic, the dialogue realistic. The drama 
entertains, while informing viewers of the way of life, politics, and religious fervor of the times. 

The importance of history makes ABC's period junk food all the more pathetic. A great 
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weakness of our society is the growing historical ignorance of the young. The average teenager 
doesn't know the decade of the Civil War (or World War II, for that matter), the names of 
20th-Century presidents prior to FDR, or conflicting theories of government at the time of the 
Constitutional Convention. 

As the young get most of their ideas about history from TV, little wonder they're 
confused. The abolitionists? Weren't they rebellious young women from wealthy families who 
wanted to marry freedmen? In public schools, students aren't taught nearly enough about the 
history of their country and the civilization that spawned it. Without this crucial knowledge, they 
can neither understand nor appreciate our heritage of individual freedom and personal 
responsibility. 

The philosopher George Santayana observed that those who cannot understand the 
mistakes of the past are doomed to repeat them. He could have added that failure to comprehend 
the glories of bygone ages insures that they will never be duplicated. 

Network television should stick to moronic sitcoms and adrenaline-driven action shows. 
Bad as it is, at least this entertainment pap doesn't make a mockery of America's precious past. 


Newsletter editors have published the following views about the economy and various 
world trends. 


Hans Black in the May Ist issue of Interinvest Review And Outlook advises continuing 
to hold stock positions. "It remains our view that this market has a great deal further to go. Our 
intermediate target of a Dow above 2000 still remains unchanged at this juncture." (Box 1585, 
Boston MA 02104, $125) 

Tom Holt in the May 2nd issue of the Holt Investment Advisory feels "Stock prices have 
sky-rocketed in the past six months in anticipation of a boom that is never to come about. 
Grossly overpriced at present as a result, the market has every reason to undergo a monstrous 
crash," he says. (290 Post Road West, Westport CT 06880, $225) 

James McKeever states in the McKeever Strategy Letter for May 5th not to look for a 
rapid upmove in gold but "for long term investors, we would continue to hold any silver that you 
have. Additional holdings could be added here or when silver moves up to $5.45. At $5.00, silver 
is a bargain," he says. (Box 4130, Medford OR 97501, $195) 

R.E. McMaster in the May 8th issue of the Reaper says: "Since U.S. interest rates have 
bottomed and are moving up, it follows that currency retracement is a reasonable probability. A 
decline in stocks is projected until late June or early July. All in all, the risk in the stock market 
now is to the down side -- technically, fundamentally, sentimentally, and in terms of timing 
indicators." (Box 39026, Phoenix AZ 85069, $195) 

Bergers & Merrill in the May issue of the Richard Bergers-Paul Merrill Futures 
Commentary observe: The recent surge in real estate activity nationwide "is likely a forerunner 
of what lies ahead for the general tangible asset world." The large drop in interest rates has 
exerted a stimulating effect on the economy and during the past year alone has caused the DJIA 
to rise 50 percent. (800 W. 6th Street, Los Angeles CA 90017) 

Howard Ruff in the May 5th issue of Financial Success Report observes: "The ratio 
between gold and silver has now expanded to 70:1, making silver an even better buy. Platinum 
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stays strong. I would buy silver and platinum and ignore gold for now." (Box 25, Pleasanton CA 
94566, $129) 

Richard Russell in the May 7th issue of Dow Theory Letters is not advising any new 
buying of stocks at this time. He believes gold is holding its price "because large interests have 
doubts about domestic and international debt and the various banking systems." (Box 1759, La 
Jolla CA 92038, $225) 

Bert Dohmen-Ramirez in the May issue of Wellington's Worry-Free Investing thinks 
that the stock market is in a typical intermediate-term bull market correction. "By the time this 
current correction is over, chances are good that it will have gone deep enough to erase the 
bullish sentiment generated in the soaring market of early 1986." (733 Bishop Street, Suite 1800, 
Honolulu HI 96813, $129) 

Dale Page in the May Sth issue of Investment Newsletter says: "We suspect that while 
the bull market in stocks is not over, the best part is behind us. The next phase will be more 
volatile and more speculative in nature. In short, it appears we are closer to the end of this bull 
market than to the beginning." The fundamentals do not justify buying gold, he says. (Box 1488 
Hutchinson KS 67504) 

Tony Henfrey in the May 8th issue of Gold Letter notes: "The evidence is complete. The 
precious metals should drop into the expected cycle weakness due in July. The technicals point 
to platinum being the weakest performer." (Box 9137, Allentown PA 18105, $185) 

Ian McAvity in the May 7th issue of Deliberations believes the next cycle low in the 
stock market will come between this October and next February. On silver, he says: "If and when 
the turn comes, the silver market seems likely to post a huge recovery relative to gold. But it will 
need a good gold run to get it going with any power." (Box 182, Adelaide Street Station, 
Toronto, Ontario, Canada, M5C 2J1, $215) 

The Aden Sisters, Mary Anne and Pamela, in their May 10th issue of the Aden Analysis, 
say that further growth in the economy is expected and the major bull markets in metals, stocks, 
bonds, and the foreign currencies remain intact. Don't buy new bonds now as a downward 
correction is likely. (4425 W. Napoleon Avenue, Metairie LA 70001, $250) 

Donald McAlvany in the May issue of the McAlvany Intelligence Advisor believes "We 
are in a schizophrenic, spastic economy today." Elements of deflation and inflation are occurring 
simultaneously. While the stock market is soaring we are having the greatest surge of both 
personal and corporate bankruptcies since the great depression. The root of our problem is 
excessive debt. "Consumers, business, our government and the Third World, Latin and Soviet 
bloc debtors have all been on the most massive debt binge in world history. There are 
consequences to our actions; the consequences of this debt orgy have brought the U.S. (and 
indeed the entire world) financial system to the brink of collapse." (Box 39810, Phoenix AZ 
85069, $95) 

Harry Schultz believes in the May issue of the International Harry Schultz Letter that 
banking and debt problems are growing worse. "A disaster of Biblical proportion is building," 
particularly in Texas. "The Texas trigger is big enough to freeze the world bank system," he says. 
(Box 381, CH-1001 Lausanne, Switzerland, $260) 

-- W.A. "JOHN" JOHNSON 


This column is a review of major financial newsletters and is not intended by THE NEW 


AMERICAN as personal financial advice. 
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But John Birch Youth Camps help fill the void 


All who have meditated on the art of governing mankind have been convinced that the 
fate of empires depends on the education of youth. 
-- Aristotle 


Few would dispute the validity of Aristotle's observation; the proof is readily apparent in 
the long march of history Strewn with the wreckage and debris of former empires, nations, and 
civilizations that ignored this fundamental truism. One need not meditate long, therefore, nor 
employ sophisticated Aristotelian logic to conclude that, if the fate of our nation depends on the 
"education" typically meted out today in America's public schools, we, too, will soon be 
relegated to the ash heap of history. Our prospects do indeed look grim: Standardized test scores 
demonstrate disastrous long-term declines in all academic areas, and textbooks have been 
"dummed down" and filled with misinformation and disinformation; while much of the most 
vital information has been omitted. Discipline has long since fled the classroom (and the home, 
as well, in all too many cases); while violence, crime, and drug trafficking have become 
commonplace in many schools. 

And what of patriotism and citizenship training? Are America's youth being educated to 
understand and appreciate the virtues and principles of our unique Constitutional Republic and to 
accept the responsibilities necessary for self-government? Are they being instilled with the 
passionate love of freedom and pride in being Americans? The results of a 1983 test developed 
for the Dallas Times Herald, which was given to 12-year-olds in eight nations, showed that 
about 20 percent of American students tested could not even find the United States on a world 
map! Education writer Solveig Eggerz reports that when 111 ninth graders (15-year-olds) in a 
Honolulu school were asked to write the Pledge of Allegiance, "no one could do it correctly." 
"One response described the United States as a nation under 'guard' and dedicated 'for richest 
stand."" Some could not even spell America. The word appeared in some papers as "Amica" or 
"Amrica." A study by the National Assessment of Educational Progress several years ago found, 
among other things, that 44 percent of America's 17-year-olds did not know that each state has 
two United States Senators. 

In several recent speeches, U.S. Undersecretary of Education Gary Bower lamented that 
an alarming number of American high school students seem to be unaware of the totalitarian 
nature of Communist regimes. After reviewing a number of popular textbooks, Bower concluded 
that many texts "reflect the views of prominent historians and social scientists who refuse to see 
a difference between the United States and the Soviet Union." He was being charitable. Many 
textbook authors clearly favor Communism. 

One widely-used history text, for example, tells students that in Red China "Marxism 
turns the people toward a future of unlimited promise and an escalator to the stars." America is 
regularly presented as an exploitative, oppressive, selfish state. It would seem that we are 
afflicted with a death wish -- that we are committing national suicide. 

The Birch Solution 

Realizing that this rapidly deteriorating condition of education demanded an immediate 

concrete response, over a decade and a half ago the patriotic John Birch Society initiated a 
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program of summer camps to educate American youth in the fundamentals of Americanism. 
Thousands of students have graduated from these camps with very encouraging and exciting 
results. This summer the Society is operating ten camps for teenagers, located in California, 
Indiana, Texas, South Dakota, Montana, New York, Georgia, Colorado, and Washington. 

A typical Birch camp day begins with a morning devotional, flag raising, pledge of 
allegiance, and a hearty breakfast followed by three education programs (seminars, films, 
discussion periods). Afternoons are devoted to recreation: swimming, hiking, boating, horseback 
riding, ballgames, and/or relaxation. After a wholesome dinner, campers attend two evening 
seminars and gather around the campfire for music, singing, and skits. 

The camp curriculum has been carefully designed for a balance of serious academic 
study, patriotic and spiritual inspiration, and good wholesome fun. Lectures and films explore the 
Constitution, our American heritage, fundamentals of free market economics, and the dangers to 
our liberties from unrestrained government. 

This writer has been a speaker at some twenty of these camps over the years and can 
attest to the remarkable changes that they bring about. Youngsters who arrive at camp with 
indifferent, even obstinate attitudes, leave as enthusiastic and informed patriots. One bright 
17-year-old -- who had attended under protest -- wrote to thank her aunt for sending her to camp: 
"It was so interesting. The speeches are nothing like the boring lectures at school. I actually felt 
something, could it be, yes, it was a stab of patriotism -- something I haven't felt since I was a 
little girl!... I hated to leave camp." 

A mother sent this letter to the Society: "When my son came home from camp in 
Wisconsin, so full of enthusiasm and added wisdom, I had to tell you a big thank you! It is 
without a doubt the best money ever spent on my son. He went last year as well and plans on 
going again. He said he has never been in the company of finer young people or had a better 
time." 

Doesn't your child or some worthy youngster you know deserve an educational 
experience of this caliber this summer? For more information contact The John Birch Society 
regarding the summer camp near you: The John Birch Society, 395 Concord Avenue, Belmont 
Massachusetts 02178 (Telephone: 617/489-0600). 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


SCIENCE 
Radiation Phobia 


Shedding light on a little-understood subject 


In the wake of the disaster at Chernobyl, a new offensive has been launched to eradicate 
nuclear energy from the United States. The anti-nuclear activists are preying upon the lack of 
knowledge of the public in order to gain support for their cause. The activists, combined with the 
mass media, rely on half truths and outright lies to spread fear about the dangers of nuclear 
power and radiation. A news report on any nuclear incident becomes a top story of the day, and 
the style in which it is covered is designed to instill terror in our hearts. 

A favorite technique of these activists is to use radiation statistics to impress and frighten 
the average citizen. One example of this approach comes from the Public Citizen's Energy 
Journal, which reported in 1983 that a nuclear plant dumped 208,000 gallons of water 
containing 15 millicuries of radioactivity into a river. This may sound dangerous, but in reality 
the contaminated water was 20 times less radioactive than common salad oil, and 257 times less 
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radioactive than beer. 
Radiation In Perspective 

There are many types of radiation, each with its own characteristics. Alpha, Beta, and 
Gamma radiation are forms of ionizing radiation. When ionizing radiation passes through a 
living cell, it may knock electrons out of their orbits around the nucleus of an atom, thereby 
ionizing the atom, potentially causing injury or disease to the tissue. 

Alpha radiation is the least penetrating of the three and can be stopped by a sheet of 
paper. It poses a potential health threat only if the source is inhaled, ingested, or absorbed into 
the blood stream. Beta particles can penetrate the skin but will be absorbed by a thin sheet of 
aluminum. Gamma radiation can pass through the body but will be stopped by three feet of 
concrete. 

Radioactivity is measured several ways. The most common are known as the rem and the 
curie. Rem is the acronym for "Roentgen equivalent man" and is used to express the radiation 
dose to an individual. A curie is used to measure radiation at its source, as in contaminated water. 

One of the properties of a radioactive substance is its half-life. This is simply the time it 
takes for the level of radioactivity to drop to one-half of the original amount. If a substance has a 
long half-life, then it must radiate at a very low level. Consequently, the longer the half-life, the 
smaller the level of radioactivity, and the less dangerous the substance. Some of the most 
dangerous radioactive substances have half-lives of mere fractions of a second. Nuclear 
opponents claim that radioactive wastes will be around for millions of years, which is true in a 
way, but after only 500 to 1,000 years the radioactivity of the waste material will be less than 
that of the naturally occurring ore from which it originally came. Plutonium, often touted by 
nuclear opponents as being the most dangerous substance known to mankind, has a half-life of 
almost 25,000 years and emits only alpha particles. Therefore, one can safely sit right next to it, 
for it only poses a threat if it is somehow brought into the body. 

The average radiation that each American receives each year is about 150 millirems. (A 
millirem, abbreviated mrem, is a thousandth of a rem.) This dosage comes from various sources 
that we encounter every day. Cosmic rays account for 45 mrems; food, water, and air account for 
another 25 mrems. If you live in a brick house, you receive from 50 to 100 mrems per year due 
to the natural radioactive elements in the bricks. Even a wooden house emits more than 30 
mrems per year. A chest X-ray delivers approximately 20 mrems. By comparison, nuclear power 
plants are the least offensive, adding one mrem per year to the background total if you live in the 
plant vicinity. The average radiation exposure for Americans due to nuclear power plants is 0.15 
mrems. 

The pie chart shows the breakdown of the different sources of radiation. In fact, natural 
background radiation is so much greater than that caused by nuclear power plants that, if Grand 
Central Station were regulated under the same standards as a nuclear power plant, it would be 
closed by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission because the-radiation from the granite in the 
building exceeds government limits. 

The map of the U.S. (next page) shows different average background levels for each 
state. It is notable that Colorado, with almost twice the national background average, has a lower 
than average cancer mortality rate. This implies that these low levels of radiation have little to do 
with causing cancer. 

Also, these facts indicate that the claim of many anti-nuclear activists that all radiation is 
harmful is ridiculous. They would be very hard pressed to avoid all exposure anyway, because 
even they are radioactive: Human blood contains a radioactive form of potassium. 
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How much radiation does cause injury or death? Dr. Petr Beckmann, in his monthly 
newsletter Access to Energy for June 1986, reports that "there are no early health effects below 
100 rems [100,000 mrems] (except perhaps nausea). There will be some deaths at 200 rems 
[200,000 mrems], and the median lethal dose (where half of the exposed people die usually in 4 
to 6 weeks) is about 450 rems [450,000 mrems]. Some cancers may appear at doses as low as 10 
rems [10,000 mrems] (if delivered in a short time) ...."" Other lower doses can increase the 
likelihood of developing cancer and leukemia. Natural background radiation results in a very 
small fraction of cancer cases. This amount is insignificant when compared to cancers caused by 
other carcinogens such as asbestos, certain pesticides, and tobacco smoke. 

How Safe Is Safe? 

Many people are still unsure about nuclear safety. Media-inspired visions of the Three 
Mile Island cooling towers looming over children's playgrounds still linger in their minds, and 
the Chernobyl disaster only reinforced those fears. 

The fact is, in the absolute sense, that there is no such thing as safe energy generation. In 
order for something to be energy, it must have the capacity to do work, and there is always the 
possibility that this "capacity" can get out of hand. The real question is then: How safe is one 
form of energy generation compared to others? 

Nuclear energy's safety record is vastly better than that of any other form of large-scale 
energy production. Although there are now 100 nuclear power plants licensed in the United 
States -- and there have been dozens running night and day for the last few decades -- no death or 
proven injury to any member of the public has resulted from the commercial operation of any 
U.S. nuclear power plant. Any death toll due to Three Mile Island was caused indirectly by the 
replacement power from non-nuclear sources that was needed to make up for the lost capacity. 
Just the emissions from coal and oil plants result in tens of thousands of deaths each year! 
Apparently deaths from black lung and other respiratory problems are fine, for the activists 
demand that only nuclear energy be 100 percent safe. 

But what of meltdowns and graphite fires? The important thing to remember is that, 
contrary to anti-nuclear claims, it is physically impossible for a nuclear power plant to explode 
like a nuclear bomb, just as it is impossible for the chair in which you are sitting to undergo a 
nuclear explosion. A nuclear accident would most likely be precipitated by a loss of coolant in 
the reactor's core. This would cause the core to heat up to the point where the fuel melts, 
provided no steps are taken to avert this. The molten fuel could then melt through the steel 
pressure vessel which is several inches thick, and then work its way into the nine-foot-thick 
concrete floor. This whole process would take many hours, allowing plenty of time for corrective 
measures. The molten mass would soon dissipate its heat and solidify underground. Any 
significant radiation would be contained in the containment building, the massive domed 
structure made of steel reinforced concrete walls more than four feet thick. It is highly unlikely 
that any situation would ever reach this state, because several layers of automatic emergency 
cooling systems would have already turned on and halted the process before the fuel began to 
melt. 

What Of Chernobyl? 

What happened at Chernobyl could not physically happen in the United States. There are 
many factors that make such a disaster an impossibility. First, Chernobyl used graphite as a 
fission moderator and water as a coolant; U.S. plants use water as both the moderator and 
coolant. The worst part of the Chernobyl accident was not a meltdown, which most likely 
occurred, but the graphite fire that accompanied it. The fire was caused by the overheating of the 
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core to the point of ignition for graphite, which is the only flammable substance in the reactor. 
The smoke from the fire was the vehicle which carried the lethal radiation into the surrounding 
environment, consequently causing the present and future deaths. The U.S. has one power 
reactor with a graphite core, but a fire there is physically impossible because the power density is 
18 times less than at Chernobyl, and the graphite ignition temperature cannot be reached. The 
high Soviet power density made this accident possible. Also, Chernobyl, like most other Soviet 
power plants, had no containment building. This allowed for the unchecked flow of radiation into 
the environment. 

The Soviet officials waited 36 hours before evacuating the people in the plant vicinity. 
This delay in protecting their own citizens from the radiation release, and the design of the 
Chernobyl plant, are indicative of the Soviets' contempt for human life. 

For the nuclear opponents now to cry for a shutdown of all U.S. plants because of what 
happened at Chernobyl is absurd. It is analogous to having a chimpanzee test drive a new car 
and, when he crashes, decide that the car is unsafe and should be outlawed. The United States 
needs more electricity to meet future needs, and nuclear energy is the best method of generation 
presently available. It already provides us with 15 percent of our electricity, and to capitulate to 
the activists' demands would be an enormous setback to the economy and to our nation as a 
whole. 

-- RONALD A. PEIK 


The Birch Log John F. McManus 


The Birch Log John F. 
McManus 
Two Leftist Gatherings 


Two recent gatherings in Washington, DC attracted old-line socialists and other assorted 
left-wing activists from all over the nation. The political hero in each case was Reverend Jesse 
Jackson. But the certain beneficiaries of all of this leftist bellowing will be the "respectable 
moderates" of both political parties -- made to look mainstream by such militant kookiness. 
National Rainbow Coalition 

Over 850 delegates from 43 states gathered at the Washington Convention Center from 
April 17th to April 19th in an attempt to breathe new life into Jesse Jackson's National Rainbow 
Coalition (NRC). Perhaps more important to the organization than the 300 tired resolutions 
considered by the delegates was the adoption of a charter and by-laws, the election of a national 
board, and the creation of a procedure for developing a complete platform. If the NRC is more 
organized and consequently able to attract more media attention, it will drive millions of voters 
into more enthusiastic support of Democratic- and Republican-style socialism with a moderate 
face. 

At the NRC meeting, Jackson attacked the administration's bombing of Libya, its 
perceived support for anti-Communists in Angola, and even its feeble efforts to disturb 
Communist rule in Nicaragua. While insisting that he and his supporters must attract a greater 
following among the American people, he chose to condemn what most Americans support. As a 
politician, he'd make a good kamikaze pilot. 

The End of the Rainbow 

While he spoke, places of honor alongside the podium were filled by such far-out leftists 

as representatives of the FMLN/FDR from El Salvador, CAMDI (Committee to Advance the 
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Movement for Democracy and Independence) from the Philippines, and the African Communist 
National Congress from South Africa. Also featured as supporters in attendance were labor union 
presidents Kenneth Blaylock (American Federation of Government Employees), Jan Pierce 
(Communications Workers of America), and William Winpisinger (International Association of 
Machinists). Winpisinger won high praise from the Communist Daily World on August 25, 1983 
for traveling to Moscow and being presented with a "peace" and "friendship" award by the 
USSR's bloody-handed dictator, Yuri Andropov. 

"New Directions" Conference 

During the first weekend in May, over 1000 Democratic activists led by Michael 
Harrington, co-chairman of the Democratic Socialists of America, convened a conference on 
"New Directions" at the same Washington Convention Center. Loudly bewailing the "hijacking" 
of their beloved Democratic Party by those who would "move it to the center," Harrington was 
joined at the rostrum by leftist luminaries Gloria Steinhem, ADA national director Ann T. Lewis, 
Harvard University Professor Robert Reich, and the conference's only invited 1988 Presidential 
hopeful -- Jesse Jackson. 

Not surprisingly, the conference received financial aid from William Winpisinger's 
International Association of Machinists, and also from the Communications Workers of America 
and the United Automobile Workers. The conferees, as at the NRC convention two weeks 
earlier, included union organizers, feminists, homosexual rights advocates, peace activists, 
militant farmers, and environmentalists. 

Each of these individuals claims to be politically astute. But each must surely realize that 
Jesse Jackson is not going to win the Presidential race. Most would insist that their militancy will 
force both parties to adopt some of their views. But the reality that cannot escape them -- if they 
ever indulge in honest reflection -- is that their strident and dangerous positions will make the 
more calm but equally deadly views of Gary Hart, Walter Mondale, Mario Cuomo, George Bush, 
and numerous others seem middle-of-the-road. 


The Birch Log John F. 
McManus 


Landers Likes Gorbachev 

Early in May, widely syndicated columnist Ann Landers departed from her usual diet of 
highly dubious mush to praise one of the world's bloodiest tyrants. She published a letter from 
"An Average American" who had just visited the Soviet Union and found the "average folks" 
there to be "warm, friendly and accepting of us." The letter writer delighted in recounting the 
opinions of the Soviet people, even their urging that we Americans must speak to our 
government about the threat of nuclear war. 

The absence of any real condemnation of the Soviet leaders afforded Miss Landers an 
excellent opportunity to give "Average American" a stiff dressing down for making the United 
States the main culprit for the arms race. Did she? Not on your life. 

Rather, she used the occasion to exult about the great possibilities for peace now present 
because of Mikhail Gorbachev's arrival on the scene: "Breshnev is now gone and, for the first 
time in memory, the Soviet Union is led by a young, healthy, contemporary man millions of 
Americans can relate to. 1am more optimistic about our chances of getting along with Russia 
than at any time since World War II." 

Getting Along With Mikhail 
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On May 14th, almost three weeks after the nuclear accident at Chernobyl, Soviet leader 
Gorbachev splattered a sizeable ration of egg all over Ann Landers' face. In typical Communist 
fashion, he discounted international criticism of the way his government had handled news about 
the tragedy and, instead, viciously attacked the United States and other Western nations for 
spreading a "mountain of lies -- most dishonest and malicious lies." 

He blasted "governments, political figures and the mass media in certain NATO 
countries, especially the USA" for launching"an unrestrained anti-Soviet campaign" for sowing 
"new seeds of mistrust and suspicion toward the Socialist countries." 

Gorbachev's outburst was easily predictable. It certainly stood in sharp contrast to the 
gooey optimism of Ann Landers. But are we being unfair to her inasmuch as her warm praise of 
the Soviet leader occurred prior to his outburst in the. wake of Chernobyl? Not at all. She 
managed to overlook Gorbachev's responsibility for the continuing barbarism in Afghanistan. 
She claimed that the Soviet leader is someone "millions of Americans can relate to." 

Does she seriously contend that these Americans care nothing about such deliberate 
Soviet savagery as the scattering of booby-trapped toys in Afghan villages, randomly placing 
plastic mines in the paths of civilians, and forcibly taking tens of thousands of Afghan children 
to the USSR for reeducation and indoctrination? And, if Americans are unaware of this ongoing 
treachery, why doesn't Ann Landers berate the American media, or use her own column to tell 
them? 

Consistent Leftist View 

Ann Landers has consistently promoted a wide variety of leftist causes. She wrote 
fulsome praise for Red China after spending three weeks there in 1974; has frequently crusaded 
for disarming American citizens, even going so far as to massacre the true meaning of the 
Second Amendment in support of her tyranny-inviting stance; has demonstrated her own 
penchant for barbarism with the statement: "I stand four square in favor of abortion on demand 
for any woman"; and continues to stump for disarmament agreements with Communists who 
have gained tremendous advantages by breaking each pact they have ever signed. 

That Ann Landers has considerable clout can hardly be doubted. With approximately 70 
million readers in 1000 newspapers, she reaches as many Americans as does anyone. But her 
customarily snippy answers to the personal problems sent to her are not the only arena where she 
does harm. Her political views have misled millions of Americans as well. 


These commentaries are also syndicated by 


The John Birch Society Features. 


In the story of one American, the ordeal of his age 


In 1945, ten days after the end of World War II, a young American soldier was brutally 
murdered in a deliberate attack by Chinese Communists. 

The young man was Captain John Morrison Birch. He was born on May 28, 1918, the 
oldest of seven children. It was a close, loving family with few worldly goods -- but where an 
abiding faith in God and Jesus Christ and a willingness to work hard and get an education were 
preparation for his remarkable life. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


From the age of seven, he planned to be a missionary. After hearing that Communists 
beheaded a missionary and his wife and baby daughter in China, he knew where he would go. 
The pastor who told him the story cautioned, "More will be killed." John replied, "I know the big 
enemy is Communism, but the Lord has called me. My life is in His hands, and I am not turning 
back." He became a Baptist missionary in China in 1939. 

The Japanese had invaded China, torn by civil war, in 1934. The Japanese were crushing 
an almost helpless and starving people. 

Seeing the need, this young man learned to speak Chinese, tinted his hair black, and, 
wearing the loose cotton clothes of a coolie, traveled by bicycle and on foot through the 
provinces where, years before, other missionaries had brought the gospel to the people. 

This meant going through Japanese lines, living with the people as one of them, and 
preaching the word to all who could come together. He came to be loved and respected to such 
an extent that all of China mourned his death when he was murdered. 

One April evening on the edge of "no man's land," he was taken to meet five Americans 
in hiding. One of them, Colonel James Doolittle, said, "The boys and I just delivered a little 
present to Tojo, and we are having a bit of trouble getting home." John Birch personally worked 
to see that the crews of the twelve bombers reached safety. He did the job so well that General 
Doolittle recommended he be given a medal. 

Hearing of his bravery and abilities, General Claire Chennault of the Flying Tigers asked 
him to join them. Although John wanted to be a chaplain with the Army, General Chennault told 
him that, if he would gather intelligence during the week, he could preach on Sundays. So John 
became a Second Lieutenant in the China Air Task Force of the American Army. 

For the next two months, John traveled more than 1,000 miles through the war-torn 
country, gathering information and preaching most Sundays. At the same time, he was preparing 
an intelligence network manned by his Chinese friends. Also, one of the most important and 
dangerous parts of the mission was finding the caches of munitions and gasoline that had 
previously been hidden and constructing emergency airstrips. 

As time passed, John Birch agreed with "Big Tiger" when the general said, "Some of the 
'gentlemen' in Washington have written off China. They seem to forget that the Generalissimo 
[Chiang Kai-shek] has kept a million Jap soldiers tied down here, a million who would otherwise 
be in the Pacific fighting American boys." 

He also found that the few supplies to China were usually taken by General Stillwell so 
that he could, sometime in the future, avenge his past defeat in Burma. The U.S. commander, 
General "Vinegar Joe" Stillwell, had, in the beginning of his tour of duty in China, used the best 
of Chiang Kai-shek's troops and matériel to fight the Japanese in Burma. He lost everything and 
had to walk out. He spent the rest of his time in China planning revenge. Most of the supplies 
were not given to Chennault or Chiang Kai-shek for the defense of China against the Japanese. 
So John Birch continued building his intelligence network on foot and developing even closer 
ties to the Chinese people. 

In 1944, General Patrick Hurley, as directed by President Roosevelt, arrived in China, as 
the U.S. Ambassador, to clear up the mess. He fired Stillwell and brought in General Albert 
Wedemeyer, who was able and fair. General Wedemeyer immediately formed a warm rapport 
with the Chinese and sent Stillwell's pro-Communist advisors packing. 

Things started to change in China. The Flying Tigers controlled the area from the Great 
Wall to Indo-China. No ships moved along the coast or on the Yangtze without coming under 
fire. 
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As the Japanese were retreating, John Birch said, "The Commies are dodging around now 
so that when peace comes they'll be able to kill their brothers who are loyal to the Generalissimo. 
I keep telling people this, but sometimes I feel like a sparrow twittering in a tree at a tornado 
forming in the distance." 

Using the Russians as their petitioners, the Japanese tried for months to surrender, finally 
doing so on August 14th. Now that peace was won, the Russians and the Chinese Communists 
moved rapidly to make quick gains. Russian troops rolled across Manchuria, meeting little 
opposition and capturing huge quantities of weaponry that they would later turn over to their 
Chinese comrades. The Chinese Communists were already moving to exploit the inevitable 
chaos and confusion by accepting the Japanese surrender wherever they could be first on the 
ground. 

Ten days after the end of the war, a party of twelve men (four Americans, six Chinese, 
and two Koreans) were on an official Array mission to Suchow when they were stopped by a 
group of Chinese Communists. Two men (one American and one Chinese) were taken away 
behind some buildings where they were shot. The shots were heard by the rest of their party. 

The Chinese, Lieutenant Tung, lived (minus a leg and an eye) to tell what happened. He 
related that Captain Birch said before his death, "It doesn't make much difference what happens 
to me, but it is of utmost importance that my country learn now whether these people are friend 
or foe." 

The evidence at his autopsy showed that, after he was shot in the leg, his arms and legs 
were tied behind his back. He was made to kneel as he was shot in the back of the head -- 
Chinese execution style -- and his face was violently disfigured by bayonets and knives. 

The murder of Captain John Birch was covered up. No reporter mentioned it, and neither 
did the State Department or the War Department. The State Department didn't want the 
American people to learn that Mao's Chinese were Communists, not agrarian reformers. 

Five years later, in 1950, Senator William Knowland of California rose in the Congress to 
say, "If the members of Congress had had this information in August or September of 1945, is 
there any person here who feels that they would have tolerated the subsequent activity of the 
State Department in trying to force a coalition between the government of the Republic of China 
and the same Communists represented by the man who shot Captain John Birch in cold blood?" 
But the State Department demanded that Ambassador Hurley force a coalition. An ambassador 
must obey his government's policies. Therefore, Hurley resigned in anger, condemning his 
superiors in the State Department. In his resignation, he stated: "A considerable section of our 
State Department is endeavoring to support Communism in general, as well as specifically, in 
China." 

In 1954, Robert Welch, in his study of Captain John Birch, looked into this matter 
carefully and collected many written accounts. He wrote a small book, The Life of John Birch. 
It tells the of the life and the murder of this extraordinary young man. 

In writing the book and in naming The John Birch Society after this patriotic young man, 
Welch hoped to do two things: Ensure that John Birch did not die in vain and show us the face of 
our enemy. 

-- PATRICIA HURLEY 


Miss Hurley, the daughter of General Patrick Hurley, had access to her father's files and is a 


foreign affairs expert in her own right. 
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THE WAR WEARY FARMER 
By John M. Birch 
This "prose poem" was written by John Birch four months before his death. 

I should like to find the existence of what my father called "Plain living and high 
thinking." 

I want some fields and hills, woodlands and streams I can call my own. I want to spend 
my strength in making fields green, and the cattle fat, so that I may give sustenance to my loved 
ones, and aid to those neighbors who suffer misfortune. I do not want a life of monotonous 
paper-shuffling or of trafficking with money-mad traders. 

I only want enough of science to enable fruitful husbandry of the land with simple tools, 
a time for leisure, and the guarding of my family's health. I do not care to be absorbed in the 
endless examining of force and space and matter, which I believe can only slowly lead to God. 

I do not want a hectic hurrying from place to place on whizzing machines or busy streets. 
I do not want an elbowing through crowds of impatient strangers who have time neither to think 
their own thoughts nor to know real friendship. I want to live slowly, to relax with my family 
before a glowing fireplace, to welcome the visits of my neighbors, to worship God, to enjoy a 
book, to lie on a shaded grassy bank and watch the clouds sail across the blue. 

I want to love a wife who prefers rural peace to urban excitement, one who would rather 
climb a hilltop to watch a sunset with me than to take a taxi to any Broadway play. I want a 
woman who is not afraid of bearing children, and who is able to rear them with a love for home 
and the soil, and the fear of God. 

I want of Government only protection against the violence and injustices of evil or selfish 
men. 


I want to reach the sunset of life sound in body and mind, flanked by strong sons and 
grandsons, enjoying the friendship and respect of neighbors, surrounded by fertile fields and 
sleek cattle, and retaining my boyhood faith in Him who promised a life to come. 

Where can I find this world? Would its anachronism doom it to ridicule or loneliness. Is 
there yet a place for such simple ways in my own America or must I seek a vale in Turkestan 
where peaceful flocks still graze the quiet hills? 


Robert Welch's 1952 exposé on the betrayal of China 


The following is extracted from May God Forgive Us, by Robert Welch. 


In 1945, when we and our ally China had won the war with the Japanese -- and China 
was our only really effective ally in that war -- it would have seemed utterly inconceivable that 
Mao's Communists could conquer the country within five years. And certainly it was impossible 
by force. But it was accomplished nevertheless, by an almost unbelievable combination of 
trickery, chicanery, and treason. At every step Mao could have been stopped by our government, 
and usually by simply carrying out orders of the American Congress and giving Chiang the 
supplies Congress had actually voted him. Instead we deliberately turned over rule of China's 
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four hundred million people to Stalin's stooge. Let's look at some of the steps and forces which 
brought this about. 

1. The first was allowing Russia to seize Manchuria. At Yalta, in January and February of 
1945, Alger Hiss helped to arrange to give Stalin Port Arthur, Dairen, the Kurile Islands, and 
Outer Mongolia. Chiang Kai-shek and our Chinese allies were neither present, nor consulted, nor 
even advised of this monstrous deal. The gift was supposed to be a bribe to get Russia to enter 
the war. The bribe was put through despite the expressed knowledge of our military commanders 
that the Japs were collapsing and Russian help was not needed, and despite a specific and urgent 
message from MacArthur to President Roosevelt pleading against letting Russia come in at all. 

For it was obvious then to any honest and informed observer that Russia wanted to enter 
the war in Japan at the last minute, for the prestige, the booty grabbing, and the place at 
subsequent council tables which she would claim as one of the victors. The disgraceful folly of 
the course we had pursued in Europe, in stopping our armies to allow Russia to become the de 

facto conqueror of Berlin and Prague and Vienna, was already perfectly evident to any military 
man with patriotism and common sense. MacArthur was bitterly opposed to repeating this idiocy 
-- or treason -- with the likelihood of even more disastrous results, in the Far East. 

Nevertheless the huge concession of somebody else's territory and peoples was made. 
Russia then kept the war going as long as she possibly could, even by having Malik conceal for 
two months the first Japanese attempts at surrender .... When the Japanese Emperor finally 
succeeded in reaching American commanders with an offer to surrender, despite this duplicity of 
what they thought was a friendly "neutral" embassy, Russia declared war on Japan just six days 
before the surrender became effective. 

But the arrangements which had been made under this pretense of buying Russia as our 
ally were a great deal more far-reaching than the mere handout of certain specified booty. For 
they practically invited Russia to march in and take over Manchuria. This she proceeded to do -- 
with well over a billion dollars worth of American arms and supplies that had been furnished her 
Far East army in 1944 and 1945! 

It is worth pausing a minute over that fact. In 1944 and 1945 Russia not only was not our 
ally in that part of the world, she was the ally of our enemy Japan. There was no military or 
political justification for our sending to her Far East army one gun or one shell, especially when 
all of our production of munitions was still so badly needed by both our allies and ourselves. Yet 
during that time somebody in our State Department found means and excuses to send these 
trans-Siberian forces of Stalin, nevertheless, more than twice as much war matériel as we sent to 
Chiang Kai-shek during the whole four years of his desperate fighting as our ally.... 

But the main point of this section is that, using our arms and supplies, Stalin's army did 
grab all of Manchuria, loot it of approximately two billion dollars' worth of industrial equipment, 
and then turn the province over to Mao as a base of operations. It is from their sanctuaries within 
Manchuria that Mao has flown his Russian-made jets and marched his protected armies, to inflict 
sixty-five thousand casualties on our American boys and to devastate completely the whole 
peninsula of Korea. 

2. The second necessary step was for the United States to be persuaded, by the traitors 
and their dupes and allies within our government, to pull all of our forces out of China, so that 
Mao could have a free hand. This was easily accomplished. 

3. The third step was the persuasion of the United States to supply no arms to Chiang. 
When the war ended in 1945 there were in India huge stockpiles of war matériel which, under 
pressure of our military leaders that could not be evaded, had got that far on their way to Chiang. 
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These supplies were actually destroyed. Then in March of 1946 General George C. Marshall, 
perennial "good soldier" of the State Department, clamped a ten-months embargo on even the 
sale of arms and replacements to Nationalist China, at the very time that Russia was giving Mao 
all of the immense Japanese army reserves of war matériel that had been stockpiled in 
Manchuria... 

4. As a fourth step the United States was persuaded to take a position of formal neutrality 
between the recognized, friendly, and established government of China, and the Communist 
terrorists. In practice the insistence of U.S. representatives, and especially of General George 
Marshall, that the "rights" and aspirations and claims of the Communists be given equal 
consideration with those of the Nationalist Government itself had the net effect of immensely 
helping Mao. And this policy was deliberately persisted in despite overwhelming proof that the 
Mao Communists sought the disruption rather than the unity of China, and would break every 
agreement and every article of faith just as fast as they were agreed upon.... 

The net result of this "neutrality" meddling, on the part of a supposed friend holding out 
promises of great help so badly needed, was disastrous. For it is clear now that in the period from 
December, 1945 to December, 1946, China still had sufficient remaining strength, and Chiang's 
armies were still strong enough in comparison with those of Mao -- after all, Chiang's armies had 
held at bay nearly three million Japanese in China, most of whom would otherwise have been 
fighting us -- to have crushed the Communists entirely. The demand of the Communists in 
December, 1946, that military positions be restored to those of the preceding January, is 
unwitting evidence ... as to what had happened militarily during the year despite everything. But 
it was exactly during this period of December, 1945, to December, 1946, that General Marshall 
forced on Chiang Kai-shek three separate truces with the Communists, giving them a chance 
each time to stave off defeat and regroup their forces... 

There was sad irony in this situation for Chiang, as well as frustration and the makings of 
despair. He knew that every suggestion of peaceful unity on the part of the Communists was 
merely pretense, that their every apparent concession to civilized procedures was merely an act 
of going through motions, and that any compromise arrangement, no matter how solemnly 
agreed to, was to them only a stepping stone from which to move on again as soon as expedient; 
and that they had no real interest whatsoever in any "solution" except their ultimate conquest of 
all China. He had known Mao and his chief lieutenants, their tactics and purposes, well, and he 
had been fighting them, for twenty years. He had put them down successfully and repeatedly 
until the long and crushing Japanese invasion and then the weight of Russia's assistance had 
given Mao his chance. But here he was being told, month after month and actually year after 
year, by representatives of the one great ally on whom he should have been able to depend for 
help, that anybody in his own government who could not believe the Chinese Communists to be 
"agrarian reformers," and idealists at heart, was a reactionary who had to be tossed out of his 
government; and that this government had to be "broadened" by taking the Communists in. Since 
the Communists themselves made sure that the latter demand could never be fulfilled, the result 
reached all the way to an embargo on our sale of arras to Chiang with which to fight these 
Communists. And in President Truman's own published statement of December 18, 1946, in 
which he reports that in August China had purchased -- not been given -- all of our surplus 
property that was rotting in the Pacific areas ("rapid deterioration of the material in open storage 
under tropical conditions" was the phrase used), he boasted that aircraft and non-demilitarized 
combat material had been excluded; and that "thus, no weapons which could be used in fighting 
a civil war were made available through this agreement." 
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Until December, 1941, Japan had conducted its four-years' invasion of China under 
specious terminologies that avoided a formal declaration of war. Immediately after Japan 
attacked us at Pearl Harbor, Chiang Kai-shek's government declared war on Japan, on Germany, 
and on Italy. His simple message to President Roosevelt read as follows: "to our new common 
battle we offer all we are and all we have, to stand with you until the Pacific and the world are 
freed from the curse of brute force and endless perfidy." 

Not all of the twenty-five years of vicious smearing by the Communists and their 
sympathizers, nor the half-baked criticisms of his government by those who know nothing of 
China's problems have ever been able to make of Chiang Kai-shek personally anything but a 
Christian gentleman. He lived up to that pledge with the "all we had," and undoubtedly saved 
tens of thousands of American lives by doing so. Never has an ally deserved better of a 
companion nation in arms. Never has one been let down, instead, more completely, more 
ignobly, nor with more of that very perfidy which was to have been abolished by the fight. 

5. A fifth important step, so necessary to the purposes of the Communist sympathizers, 
was the suppression of the [Lt. General Albert] Wedemeyer report [on the situation in China]. 
The report was dated September 19, 1947. That General Marshall wrote a letter to President 
Truman concerning the report, in which he said "I think this should be suppressed," and that 
President Truman wrote in his own hand on the margin of this letter "I agree -- H.T.", and that 
the report was completely suppressed until far too late for it to do Chiang any good, is all 
wellknown history now. 

The accurate presentation in that report of Soviet aims and purposes was more than 
sympathizers with those purposes, or their dupes and allies, could allow to appear... 

6. The sixth of the important and necessary chronological steps was, when the tide had 
completely turned and all China was falling to the Communists too obviously for denial, to 
persuade the United States still to take no stand and no step which would prevent the catastrophe. 
Even Mao must have been unable to believe his good luck. Time after time, by a firm United 
States stand, Mao would have been stopped in his tracks and afraid to go further. Instead of 
taking such a stand, our government rebuffed Chiang at every turn and every appeal. And until 
recent developments made such a position politically untenable, at least temporarily, this policy 
of throwing Chiang overboard was to have been continued until even Formosa was in 
Communist hands. 


SIX STEPS TO BETRAYAL 
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James Madison was the last Founding Father of the American Republic to take leave of 
this life. 

When he died 150 years ago this month, on June 28, 1836, his death severed the last 
living link with an era that had produced the most remarkable constellation of minds in the 
history of nations. On the morning of his death at his Virginia home, Montpelier, the 85-year-old 
former president spent his last hours with his wife, Dolly, discussing their religious convictions, 
according to historian Virginia Moore in The Madisons: A Biography. 

Next year we will celebrate the bicentennial of the Constitutional Convention in which 
Madison played a pivotal role. In the last 150 years the religious views of James Madison have 
been cast in the shadows and his early religious studies at the College of New Jersey (later 
Princeton) under Dr. John Witherspoon have been largely ignored. During the bicentennial of the 
Philadelphia Convention, this deliberate downgrading of James Madison the religious Founder is 
likely to continue. If this does happen, the nation will never fully understand the mind of James 
Madison and the document that he had a large hand in creating. 

A Guiding Light 

"There is much evidence," writes Moore, "that his early biblical studies, especially those 
under Witherspoon, threw forward a light which, if occasionally flickering, was never quenched. 
Dolly's Quaker faith, a far cry from deism, was Christ-centered. It reinforced his original 
commitment to what he once called 'the cause of Christ.’ Together the Madisons lived 
Christianity, as a moral striving." 

From his youth to his death, James Madison's religious views influenced his political 
principles. Biographer Irving Brant in his four-volume study, James Madison, assigns countless 
secular principles to "The Father of the Constitution" and yet ignores the religious. However, 
Brant does point out that the U.S. Constitution was not the sole creation of James Madison. "To 
apportion credit for framing of the Constitution, one must give it to groups rather than 
individuals," he writes of the historic clash at the 1787 convention between the nationalists and 
the advocates of States' rights. 

However, it is James Madison himself, in Federalist Paper 38, from whom we find 
evidence that his religious convictions were at the root of his tireless efforts before, during, and 
after the Philadelphia Convention of 1787. 

"The real wonder," he wrote of the Convention, "is that so many difficulties should have 
been surmounted with a unanimity almost as unprecedented as it must have been unexpected. It 
is impossible for any man of candor to reflect on this circumstance without partaking of 
astonishment. It is impossible for the man of pious reflection not to perceive in it [the United 
States Constitution] the finger of that Almighty hand which has been frequently and signally 
extended to our relief in the critical stages of the Revolution." 

The large achievements that crowned James Madison's life -- the U.S. Constitution and 
the Bill of Rights -- are contrasted by his failure as the fourth U.S. president. Historian Sydney 
Howard Gay in his 1884 work, James Madison, concluded that he failed as president principally 
because he took the country into the War of 1812 unprepared and for purposes of conquering and 
annexing Canada. The most humiliating moment in Madison's career must have been in 1814 
when the British captured Washington DC and put it to the torch after he, his wife and his 
cabinet had fled the capital. 
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"He was better fitted by nature for a legislator than for executive office," historian Gay 
wrote, "and his fame would have been more spotless, though his position would have been less 
exalted, had his life been exclusively devoted to that branch of government for which he was 
best fitted. It was not merely that for the sake of the presidency he plunged the country into an 
unnecessary war; but when it was on his hands he neither knew what to do with it himself nor 
how to choose the right men who did know." 

Because of his role in creating the Constitution and the Bill of Rights, the country 
overlooked James Madison's mistakes when he was president. From his retirement in 1817 to his 
death in 1836 his life's work prior to becoming president had earned him a special place of honor 
and esteem. 

Madison's Morality 

Historian Moore maintains that James Madison was different from all the other Founding 
Fathers because of the moral philosophy he acquired in college from theologian Dr. John 
Witherspoon and his mastering of Hebrew, which allowed him to read and study the Bible in the 
language closest to its original authors, rather than in Greek and Latin -- which he had also 
mastered. Reason and Revelation became the moral compass settings of his long life. 

"There is evidence that Madison's instruction in moral philosophy met something in his 
makeup which predisposed him in that direction," Miss Moore observes. "Like all deep thinkers, 
Madison read authors on both sides," she adds. "He had no intention of being a Christian by 
default. At the same time he disdained to wear his religion on his sleeve; it was a matter strictly 
between him and God, or perhaps one should say between him, Dolly, and God." 

-- JEFFREY ST. JOHN 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


